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Note. — ^The Author is informed by one whose special knowledge and 
experience eminently qualify him to form a correct judgment on the 
subject, and to whom he is indebted for many useful suggestions in the 
preparation of this Brief, that the first two paragraphs in Chapter LV. 
represent the terms of disendowment as more favourable to the Irish 
Church than they really were. In any subsequent edition these 
passages will be re-cast. 
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INTRODUCTION. 



nnnE following pages have been written at the suggestion of 
the Author's Churchwardens, and some members of his 
congregation, and at the request of others interested in Ecclesi- 
astical subjects, who have felt the want of some such book, that 
would in smaU compass, comprehensively set forth, and plainly 
deal with the various questions involved in, and arising out of, 
the consideration of the Church of England in her threefold 
aspect as a Nationaly Established^ and Endowed Chwch. 

In the face of much prevalent misunderstanding, as well as 
wide-spread misrepresentation, on these subjects, it has been 
thought that a plain outlined statement, such as the Author 
has endeavoured to give in the following pages, may prove 
useful to many — ^whether friends or opponents of the Church — 
in removing wrong impressions, imparting correct ideas, and in 
furnishing those with material for Church Defence, who may 
be disposed, whether in conversation, through the press, or on 
the platform, to advocate the cause of the Church, as occasion 
may arise, in these days when the attacks made upon her are so 
numerous and persistent. 



ii. DrrRODucnoN^ 

As in ancient times, the tendency to encroach upon the rights 
and privileges of the Church, and to lay violent hands upon her 
property, called into existence certain advowees or advocates, 
sometimes called Defenders,* whose duty it was to plead her 
cause, and to defend her privileges and endowments ; so it seems 
a^ if the numerous attacks upon the Church in these modem 
times, have rendered it necessary that all her true members 
should, in their place and position, according to the best of their 
ability, act as Church Advocates, and be ready not only simply 
aad plainly to state the case on behalf of the Church, but also 
to correct the misstatement^, and refute the fallacious argu- 
BQjents, which are so constantly set forth and so persistently 
repeated, to her great disadvantage, and in favour of her dis- 
establishment aisid disendowment. 

Bwt as there are wany who, having the will, have not the 
resources at their disposal to do this, the writer has ventured to 
think, that the notes in reply to the q^uestions ooutain^d in the 
foIlQwing pages, may serve as a suggestive outline to those who 
stand in need of such help ; and therefore he has ventured to 
give them the title of '' The Englishman's Brief on behalf of his 
National Church ; " which Brief may be added to and elaborated, 
as occasion may require, according as they who mq.y be led to 
use it may think £t. 

* See Articles on "Advocate" and " Defender/' Chanibers'Sncyclopadia, Fifth Edition^ 1741. 



Amongst tbe poisits to whioh the Author ibas endeavour^ td 
giire Special prominence &t^ : — 

{a) That it does not appear from the New Testament l^cord 
that the union between Church and State is contrary to the 
teaching of Christ or His Apostles. 

(h) That the union between Church and State is not the 
result of a deliberately formulated theory, but is the outcome 
of their gradual mutual growth, and inter-dependence during 
the long course of centuries. 

{e) That this bedng so, the Church from the earliest 
period of Christian history in this country, established herself, 
and was ne^er established by Act of Parliament, nor by any 
earthly power wha/ter^. 

{d) That her Endowments were never in whde or in part 
derived from the State, but were of private origin — the free 
gifts of her individual members. 

{e) That as such they are not Nattonalf but Corporate pro- 
perty, vested in thousands of separate Corporations, for the 
spiritual bene£t of the populations of dioceses and parishes, 
and as such cannot in justice be dealt with by the State 
otherwise than it deals with the property of other Corporations 
in the coimtry. 

In preparing this Brief, it has been very far from the Author's 
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intention to write in a controversial spirit, or to make any attack 
on any religious body outside the ChLurch of England, or to say 
a single discourteous word of, or impute other than religious 
motives to, those who may, from their Ecclesiastical standpoint, 
regard it as much their conscientious duty to attack the Church, 
as the writer has felt it to be his conscientious duty, in 
response to the caU made upon him, to try and contribute to 
her defence. He has however found it to be impossible fully 
and satisfactorily to answer many of the questions in the Brief, 
without referring at considerable length to the state of things 
which exists in some unestablished and unendowed religious 
bodies outside the Church of England. 

To those who are engaged in efforts, the professed object of 
which is, by disestablishment and disendowment, to liberate the 
Church of England from State interference and control, the 
Author has endeavoured to point out : — 

{a) That the carrying out of such a scheme is impossible, 
and that aU imestablished and unendowed religious bodies 
outside the Church of England are and must be, alike with 
her, subject to the supremacy of the State, both in its 
Parliament and Law Courts. 

{h) That with reference to their external affairs, such reli- 
gious bodies are, by various Acts of Parliament, State- 
recognized, State-privileged, State-protected, and State-con- 
trolled. 
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(c) Tliat with, reference to the various provisions of their 
Trust Deeds, in which their doctrines and religious observances 
are set forth, and by which they hold their property, they 
can no more alter them without the authority of Parliament, 
than Churchmen can alter the contents of the Book of 
Common Prayer without the sanction of the same authority. 

(d) That in all their internal affairs, in matters of 
doctrine, religious observances, and cases of discipline, they 
are amenable to the supervision, and entirely subject to the 
decisions, of the State Law Courts; and that from this 
position it is impossible for any unestablished and unendowed 
religious body to get free so long as it holds Trust property. 
Those who so strenuously urge upon Churchmen the great 

advantages to be derived from disestablishment and disendow- 
ment, ought to be able to supply Churchmen with satisfactory 
proof of these alleged advantages, before asking them to take 
a leap in the dark; and in seeking such proof the natural 
questions which fairly suggest themselves are— What is the 
existing state of things in unendowed and unestablished 
religious bodies outside the Church of England ? and further is 
it such as to encourage Englishmen in making a move towards 
disestablishment and disendowment ? 

In attempting to famish adequate replies to these questions, 
the Author has availed himself of the experience of such writers 
and speakers as know most, and are best competent to form a 
judgment, on these subjects. 
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He has not called as a witness any bnt official or semi-official 
speakers or writers, speaking or writing in an official or semi- 
official character, at their formal assemblies, and on behalf of 
the religious bodies which they represent ; and he has made no 
quotation except from official documents, embodied in the 
authorized reports of the proceedings of these assemblies. 

From these various testimonies it will be seen that the state 
of things in unestablished and unendowed religious bodies is 
neither attractive nor encouraging ; and that it is not calculated 
to inspire Churchmen with any desire to give up their present 
real advantages for those which are alleged to be consequent 
on disestablishment and disendowment, attended as they are 
with so many serious drawbacks. 

Erom these testimonies, moreover. Churchmen who may feel 
dissatisfied with existing defects and abuses within the Church, 
T^ill see that it is an illusion and delusion to seek for their 
iseooiedy in disestablishmeiit and disendowment; and that the 
irise and effectual policy is to get rid of these defects and abuses 
by timely and well considered reforms, and to endeavour by 
earnest and united efforts, to bring about such a measure of re- 
adjustment as may be necessary and expedient, in the present 
relations between Church and State, and as will contribute to 
the preservation of the Church of England, as the great Historical 
and National Church of this country for ages to come. 
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I. 

In what sense is the Church of England the 
National, Established, Endowed, Historical, 
and Mother Church of England P 

The Church of England is called National, forasmuch as 
she comprehends within her communion, the great majority 
of the people of this country. 

She is rightly spoken of as Established, because ages ago 
she firmly fixed and founded herself in this land ; she is ratified 
and confirmed in her position by the State; is recognised 
by it as the authorized exponent of the Christian religion to 
the people of this kingdom; and is also the chosen medium 
through which the Sovereign and the representatives of the 
State perform all public religious acts. 

By the word Endowed, it is not meant that the monetary wants 
of the Church were so amply provided for in the past as to 
render her entirely independent of the voluntary contributions 
of her members in the present day, in efficiently carrying on 
her numerous works of religion, charity, and philanthrophy ; 
but simply that the liberality of her members in the past has 
provided the endowments of the present ; just as the munificent 
voluntary gifts of the present will result in the endowments of 
the future. 

The history of the Church of England is co-extensive with 
that of the nation of England, through all the phase*? of 
its development, from its infancy to its manhood. It ranges 
over a period in which Briton, Saxon, Dane and Norman ruled 
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in this country. The Churcli of England is the oldest institu- 
tion in the realm. She had a history long before the British 
Crown was settled, before the basis of the British Constitution 
was formulated, and before the British Parliament had an 
e^tence. 

The Historical Church of England, whether independent of 
Rome or under the influence of Rome, was for successive cen- 
turies the only representative of the Christian religion in this 
land; and was the only existing medium and organisation 
through which the people of this realm for ages expressed 
their public and private religious life. She may therefore be 
correctly called the Historical Church of this country. 

By the designation Mother Cliurch, as applied to the Church 
of England, we simply mean this : that to the people of this 
kingdom who acknowledge and receive Christianity, whether 
inside or outside her communion, the Church of England must 
be their Mother Church. She only, as we have already said, 
was for hundreds of years the sole representative and exponent 
of Christianity to the people of this land ; and all who profess 
themselves Christians in this kingdom, are or have been in 
her communion, or are the descendants of forefathers who lived, 
worshipped, and died in her fellowship ; so that she may well be 
called the Mother Church of the whole of the English people. 

n. 

How did the XTnion of tlie OhTircli with the 
State first come about? 

By the most natural process possible, — on the principle that 
you cannot easily separate the personal s^Tupathies and views 
of individuals from the office which they hold, nor exclude the 
personal sympathies and views of any number of men from 
any corporate official position which they may happen to 
occupy. 

In early times, men felt the importance of carrying their 
religion not only into their personal business or professional 
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transactions, but also into their civil and political offices and 
positions. 

Primitive Cliristianity permeated life in every department* 
Kings who received it were Christians, not only as private indi- 
viduals, but also as Kings. Bulers, Governors and Magistrate 
were Christians as much in their public as in their private 
affairs. Nobody thought of divesting himself of his personal 
religion when acting in his public and official capacity; so 
that when Christianity had permeated a State, and had gained 
over or converted a State and its Rulers, that State became 
Christian; and the rulers and the subjects being members of 
the Church, the Church and the State became not only closely 
united but almost identical. 

ni. 

Is the XTnion of the Church with the State in 
itself, contraiy to the spirit and teaching of 
Christianity, as set forth by Christ and His 
Apostles P 

We are unable to see anything in the distinctive teaching of 
Christ or His Apostles which would justify any such conclusion. 
In the Gospel of Christ, as simply preached by HimseK, or 
further explained in the writings of the Apostles, we find no 
expression of aversion to States and Governments. We find 
every respect shown to them, and all honour and obedience 
prescribed as their due. 

Throughout the New Testament we find no statements to the 
effect that union between the Church and the State, or between 
the Spiritual and Civil powers, is wrong. We find no warnings 
against such a thing on the grounds of its being inexpedient 
or anticipative of the evils that might possibly spring out of it. 
We find that Christ in His days, and the Apostles in their days, 
chiefly concerned themselves with setting forth the Gospel of 
the kingdom of God, with the special object of changing men's 
hearts and lives from the world to God ; seeking to give men 



THE EKOLISHMAlf's BBIEF 



a new idea of God, of their relationship to Him, of the love He 
had for them, of the misery of their condition without Him, 
and of the salvation and the glorious destiny which He had pro- 
vided and reserved for them, leaving them, when they had 
accepted the Gospel, were incorporated into the great Christian 
Society, were permeated by its influence, actuated by its motives, 
and inspired by its hopes, to work out for themselves the pro- 
blems of social and political institutions, different forms of 
government, and the relationship of the Church to them. 

We find no preferences expressed for Empire, Monarchy, or 
Republic ; no prescriptive details as to what course the Church 
should pursue in future times with reference to her relationship 
to them; but we do find constant exhortations to spirituality, 
unworldliness, and loyalty to Christ, with submission to the 
Powers that be as to those ordained of God. 

IV. 

But is not the OhTirch a purely Spiritual Body, 
and as sucli wliy should she be united to the 
State P 

While the Church is first of all a purely Spiritual body, of 
Divine institution, she is also from another stand point, as to 
property and many human rules and regulations, to be con- 
sidered as a great civil corporation, comprehendiug within its 
limits numerous smaller corporations. 

She thus owes a twofold allegiance; first to Christ, her 
Spiritual Head, and the laws of His kingdom, and secondly to 
the State or Civil power, under whose government she finds 
herself placed, and by which she is protected in the enjoyment 
of her property and privileges. 

With regard to the Church as a great society, holding and 
administering property, and having much to do with temporal 
matters and worldly concerns, it is impossible that there should 
not be some kind of union between her and the State. Call 
that union what you like, '^ a definite arrangement as to the 
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limits of their respective prerogatives," "a contract," *'aii 
alb'ance," ** an agreement," a ** concordat," or "a tacit 
understanding," that union in some form or other is an absolute 
necessity, and cannot in the present state of earthly things be 
avoided.* 

You may get rid of the name, but you cannot get rid of the 
thing itself. The Church as a Spiritual body, received neither 
directly from her great Founder, nor afterwards on the day of 
Pentecost, any powers to acquire, possess, hold or transmit pro- 
perty, nor even power to enforce compliance with her laws, 
independently of earthly jurisdiction. 

If Barnabas, instead of selling his land in Cyprus and giving 
the proceeds to the Apostles, had sought to convey to them the 
land itself for their own use, or as an endowment for the 
infant Church, he would have had no power to transfer it to the 
Apostles, and they would have had no power to receive it except 
under the supervision and approval of the State. 

When the Church gradually established herself in the days of 
Constantine, the State had but three possible courses to pursue 
towards her, namely, to maintain an attitude of hostility against 
her, to assume a position of independence of her, or to form a 
friendly alliance with her, the Church ministering to the State 
in spiritual things, and the State serving the Church in things 
temporal. 

Persecution was tried toward the Church and it failed ; inde- 
pendence of her as an increasing power in the world, whose 
members were everywhere, and whose influence was permeating 
and revolutionizing societies and kingdoms was impossible ; for 
the mutual good and interests of the Church and the State 
therefore an alliance between them was necessitated ; and so in 
Europe, in one form or other, the union between Church and 
State has existed, while providence has guided the course of 



* The relationship of the Romish Church to the Italian State, and that of the Churches 
in Germany to the Empire, prove this. A *' Free " (?) Church is not free from State inter- 
ference and control. 
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events so that wherever the Church has been faithful to her 
trust, her purely spiritual functions have been respected by the 
Civil power.* 

V. 

The union between Ohoircli and State is not the 
result of a deliberately formulated theory, but 
is the natniral outcome of historical growth. 

" The government of England has ever been distinguished in civil 
matters, less by accuracy of adhesion to any dogmatic and determinate 
theory, than by the skilful use of natural influences, and a general healthiness 
of tone and harmony of operation, resulting from a happy and providential 
fusion of elements, rather than from deliberately advised intention. If this 
had been the case in civil matters ; if our constitution, as viewed by the 
crude speculalist, consist of a mass of anomalies, threatening perpetual 
contradiction and collision ; if it has wrouq^ht rather bj provision for the 
avoidance of such evils than for their subsequent remedy; so also it has 
been with the Church, whose relations with the State had for many years 
proceeded rather upon a mutually friendly understanding, than upon precise 
definitions of rights; and therefore we cannot expect to exhibit a theory 
which will bear throughout a critical analysis, in this more than in any 
other department of our national government." Chap, iv., sec. 15, 3rd 
edition. — The State in its relations with the Church. — W. E. Gladsonb. Lon- 
don : Murray, 1839. See also British Critic and Theological Review, vol. 26, 
page 364, &c. 

VI. 

The grandeur of the idea embodied in the union 
of Church and State. 

*' Habituated to the false or secondary conceptions which arise out of 
our inveterate political sectarianism, we are very apt to look upon the State 
in an irreverent or careless temper, and to forget that next to the Church it 
exhibits the grandest of all combinations of human beings. It is a venerable 
idea, in which the supremacy of law as opposed to mere will is asserted, by 
which the sociality and inter-dependence of our nature are proclaimed, and 
the best acts and thoughts are arrested and perpetuated in institutions, and 
a collective wisdom is made available for individuals, and the individual is 
humbled and disciplined by being kept in qualified subordination to the 
mass. The adoption of a moral principle, or scheme, or institution by the 

*See "The Church of the Age," pages 100, 101, 109. 
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State, id among the most solemn and the most pregnant of human aotfi ; and 
although it cannot place what it adopts upon a ground higher than its own, 
any more than water can rise above its level, yet that ground is one of an 
order having more of natural justice, more of experimentally demon- 
strated permanence, more of divine authentication, than any other except 
the Church, which it feebly, though perceptibly, imitates; and certainly 
much more than that private will, which, sooner or later, learns to 
wanton in the whole ^irit and practice of dissent, reversing every 
fundamental law of the universe, and asserting the isolation, and defying 
the arbitrary caprice of man." — Chap, iii., sec. 39. — The State in its relations 
with the Church. — "W. E. Gladstone. 

YII. 

Comparative advantages of Union with, the State, 
the real question for Legislators. 

" The question with the legislator is, not whether the Church would do 
much good, though unconnected with the State, but whether by an aUianoe 
with it she cannot do more good ; and the question with the Churchman is, 
whether for placing in abeyance some of its spiritual rights the Church 
does not receive compensation by the indirect influence it is enabled to 
exert. The Church may be less free, but is it not more efficient ? The 
Church may be unduly controlled in the exercise of its authority over its 
own members, but does it not possess greater means of purifying society P 
And to purify society, to act as the salt of the earth, is one of the purposes 
for which the Church was instituted. It is not indeed as Churchmen, but 
as patriots, that we deprecate the desecration of the State ; that is to say, 
we deprecate it for the sake, not of those that are within the pale, but of 
those that are without ; we deprecate it, not because the Church would be 
a less efficient minister of grace to the faithful if, driven from her glorious 
Cathedrals, she summoned her children around her in the upper room of an 
hired house, or the caves of the desert, but because she would be a less 
effectual preacher of morality to the unenlightened and the unbeliever." — 
Sook's Sermons. 

Yin. 

The spiritualities of the Church are separate 
from and independent of union with the 
State, as much as those of any disestablished 
Church. 

" The Church is independent of all human power, being totally distinofc 
and deriving none of its authority from the kingdoms of this world. It is 
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Ml inttitatioii complete in all its internal Tegnlations, subsisting and 
exercising its jurisdiction without the aid of secular power. This follows 
from its being a spiritual society, which as such cannot be dependent on 
worldly governments ; and from its being founded by Christ, who is its only 
supreme governor and legislator. As a religious corporation it is not altered 
in its nature by the magistrate's ad-nission into it or his patronage of it. 
His station gives him no additional powers in it. but he is, equally with 
other members, subject to the same conditions, and is under the same rules 
and orders of the society The Christian Church owes its establishment to 
a divine orig^, derives its laws from the same source, and aims alone at 
spiritual and heavenly objects ; in every point of view, in short, it is a dis- 
tinct society, separate from the State, and must in consequence be inde- 
pendent of it in regard of its holy offio,es, ministry, and spiritual 
jorisdiotion.'' — Solden on Church Establishments. 

IX. 

By whom, when, and how was the Ohurch of 
England Established? 

The Church of England, though under another form, was 
established by the first Christian Missionaries who came to 
this country, probably in the first century. British churches 
existed long before 8. Augustine came from Eome to Eng- 
land. The establishing of the Church of England was a gradual 
work, the growth of centuries. 

The establishment of the Church took place in men's minds 
and hearts before she was publicly recognised or established 
as the Church of the country. Men received her privately 
before they acknowledged her publicly. When she established 
herself in the affections and convictions of the people, then, and 
not till then, did they accept her publicly as the Church of their 
choice and adoption. The Church of England in the earliest 
period of British history was established, not by the sword, 
compulsion, or coercion, but by the preaching of the Gospel, 
and the acceptable ministration of the means of grace to the 
inhabitants of this country. She was established just as the 
ohurohos of Corinth, Galatia, Ephesus and Home were estab- 
lished ; not by human might, power, kingly decree, or legislatiye 
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enactment, but by evangelistic labours of faithful,, earnest 
missionaries, blest and prospered of Ghod in their work. 

X. 

But has not the Church of England been estab- 
lished by Act of Parliament, otherwise what 
means the current phrase which we so fre- 
quently hear " The Church of England by 
Law Established " P 

The Church of England could not have been established by- 
Act of Parliament, for she existed as the Established Church 
of the country hundreds of years before Parliament came into 
being. The phrase " hy law estahlishedt^^ is misleading when 
applied to the Church in the sense of her having been created 
or constituted by any human law whatsoever, whether promul- 
gated by kingly decree or enacted by A.ct of Parliament — in no 
such sense, in any Church or State document where it appears, 
is it so used or so intended to be understood. When the Church 
of England is spoken of as **by law established," nothing 
more is to be understood, than that her Constitution, Doctrine, 
Liturgy, and various Offices having been drawn up and agreed 
to by her representatives, received the sanction of the State ; * 
and that the observance of them is enforceable by law on those 
who are her ministers or members ; further, that she is protected 
in the enjoyment of her rights, privileges, and endowments, by 
the law of the land ; and that hers is the preferred and recog- 
nised ecclesiastical organization and form of worship through 
which the heads of the State perform all public religious acts. 

You might as well say that the various bodies of Noncon- 
formists were originally established by the Toleration Act, as to 
say that the Church of England was established by Act of 
Parliament. 

The Nonconformists established themselves; they evinced 
strength in themselves, and it was the formidable numbers of 

* "As this Church and Realm hath received the same" is the lan^age of the Book 
of Common Prayer. — See Ordering of Priests. 
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their adherents, and the influence they acquired, which necessi- 
tated their recognition as religious bodies by the Toleration 
Act, which, for the first time, gave them liberty to worship God 
according to their conscientious convictions, outside the Com- 
munion of the Church of the England. Tliis they could not 
have done but by the sanction of this Act without being subject 
to heavy pains and penalties. But who on accoimt of this 
would say that such religious bodies exist or are established by 
virtue of the Act of Toleration ? 

In the same way the Trust Deeds which the religious bodies 
outside the Church draw up of their own accord for the legal 
possession and succession of their property, would be of no 
validity whatsoever without the authority and protection of 
the State ; but who would say because of such religious bodies 
thus availing themselves of the protection of the State that 
the State gave them their property ? 

If in such Trust Deeds of Chapels, or property of any kind, 
there be a condition, freely agreed to at first, that the Chapel or 
other property shall be enjoyed only on condition of certain 
doctrines being preached, and certain religious ordinances being 
observed ; the State will, when appealed to, by its Parliament 
or through its Law Courts, insist on the stipulated conditions 
being fulfilled on the part of those who enjoy the benefits of the 
property. 

And if it be alleged by any person legally interested therein 
that there is a violation of the conditions of trust, as to doctrine, 
discipline, or any religious observance, the State will, through 
its Law Courts, examine the Trust Deeds, to decide what are 
and what are not the doctrines and observances that are 
binding on the holders of the property, and decide whether 
or not the conditions of the Trust have been violated ; and 
it will, if need be, enforce their observance by ejecting from 
the benefits of the property those who refuse to conform them- 
selves to the conditions of its tenure. 

But, who would say because of all this, either that the State 
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of itself made the law of such, a religious body or that it 
arbitrarily dictated to it in matters of religion ? 

And if any religious body wished to alter the terms and con- 
ditions of its Trust Deed, or wherein ambiguous to render it 
more definite,* even if that Trust Deed concerned the most 
purely religious matters, it could not do so without going to 
the State, through its Parliament, Law Courts, or Charity 
Commissioners, to obtain such alteration, and it would rest with 
the State to say whether, on cause being shown for or against 
the application, such alterations should or should not take 
place. But who on account of this would taunt such religious 
body with being bound hand and foot by the State ? And yet 
this is just what many unenlightened people do with reference 
to the Church of England when she goes to the State to get an 
alteration of any of her Trust Deeds — namely, the laws or 
rubrics by which she is regulated and governed. The fact is there 
is nO getting away from the State or its laws in matters of reli- 
gion. Whether we are inside or outside the Church, the State 
will assert its supremacy in cases where it is necessary in inter- 
preting and enforcing all legal documents ; and therefore it is 
clear that there is a sense in which every religious body in Eng- 
land, in the enjoyment of its religious opinion and freedom of 
worship, holding property on Conditions of Trust, is as much 
established, protected and subject to the supervision of the 
State as is the Church of England. The question is one, not of 
difference in principle, but of the degree and extent of subjec- 
tion to the State ; and it is easy to see that the ancient, historical 
Church of the country, is more wrapped up and intertwined 
with ancient and modern law, than any religious body ot modern 
origin outside her Communion. But the principle of subjection 
to the supremacy and supervision of the State is the same ; the 
difference is as to the extent, and that is determined by time 
and inheritance. The title to a nobleman's estate, which has 

* See Nonconformist Chapel Act, 1844, passed to shield Nonconformist ministers from 
the consequences of alleged violation of their Trust Deeds, in cases in which the doc- 
trines and relijflous ohsenranooB in dispute were not clearly set forth in such documents. 
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been subject to many changes and settlements, reaching back 
into the far past, is far more intricate than the title to a freehold 
piece of ground, which has no particular history ; but the laws 
regulating and guaranteeing these titles are precisely the same. 
So is it with the laws regulating the affairs of the Church of 
England in comparison with those regulating religious bodies 
outside her communion. 

XI. 

But is not the present Ohurch of England a 
different Ohiircli from that which existed in 
this country prior to the Reformation; and 
was she not (as she now is) established at 
the Reformation? 

The present Church of England is, as regards identity, suc- 
cession and continuity, the same Church which existed in this 
kingdom for ages prior to the Reformation, though under 
different circumstances. Her identity as such is no more 
affected by the changes through which she has passed, and 
the reforms of which she has been the subject, than the 
identity of the British Crown, or the identity of Parliament 
is affected by the changes, modifications, and reforms of which 
they have been the subject during the course of some hundreds 
of years. 

As for the State establishing the Church at the time of the 
Reformation, the idea is utterly preposterous. The State, prior to 
the Reformation, found the Church only too strongly and firmly 
established for the safety of its own interests, the preservation 
of its own civil rights and prerogatives, and the exercise of its 
proper jurisdiction. 

The Church of England, in fact, while under the usurped 
dominion of Rome, gave its primary allegiance to the Pope, and 
at his dictation and instigation ignored the authority of the 
State in all ecclesiastical matters, claiming in and through 
its own courts to exercise jurisdiction over all ecclesiastical 
persons and causes, with an ultimate appeal to the Pope. 
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So that at the Reformation, while Papal jurisdiction was 
disestablished and the King's supremacy established in its stead, 
and while papal errors and abuses were swept away, the same 
anciently established Church of England remained, free from 
papal dominion and purged from papal error. She remained, in 
her Bishops and Clergy, the same Church, they holding their 
positions and exercising their offices as before the Reformation ; 
established in the same Churches, the same parishes, and 
holding the same endowments so far as the Church had not been 
despoiled of them. 

XII. 

What then were some of the more important 
changes which took place in the Church of 
England at the Reformation? 

As now contained in the present Book of Common Prayer, a 
revised order of formidaries of worship was established, as well 
as revised forms and ceremonies for the due and reverent execu- 
tion of the offices of the Church; but no new Church was 
established. Revised relationships between the Sovereign and 
the Church in the matter of Royal supremacy, and between the 
Church and Parliament were established, but no new Church was 
established. It was England's old Church that remained after 
the Reformation, as it had been before, but under new conditions 
of existence 

xin. 

If the Ohnrch was not established by the State 
was she not at least indebted to it for her 
order, organization, and form of government P 

Quite the contrary ; the State in ages past learned its lessons 
from the Church, received its ideas of order from her, and 
gradually formed itself aftf^r her model. 

No more impartial witness in proof of this could be produced 
than Mr J. R. Green, who in his *' History of the EngHsh 
People/' page 30, in speaking of the work accomplished by 
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Theodore, ArclibiBhop of Canterbury, from the year 668 till 690, 
says: — 

" In his work of organization, in his creation of parishes, in 
his arrangement of dioceses, and in the way in which he grouped 
them round the see of Canterbury, in his national synods aoid 
ecclesiastical canons, Theodore was unconsciously doing a 
political work. The old divisions of kingdoms and tribes about 
him, divisions which had sprung for the most part from mere 
accidents of the conquest, were fast breaking down. 

** The smaller states were by this time practically absorbed 
by the three larger ones, and of these three Mercia and Wessex 
were compelled to bow to the overlordship of North umbria. 
The tendency to national unity which was to characterize the 
new England had thus already declared itself ; but the policy 
of Theodore clothed with a sacred form and surrounded with 
divine sanctions a unity which as yet rested on no basis but 
the sword. The single throne of the one Primate at Canter- 
bury, accustomed men's minds to the thought of a single throne 
for their one temporal overlord at York, or, as in later days, at 
Lichfield or at Winchester. The regular subordination of 
priest to bishop, of bishop to primate, in the administration of 
the Church, supplied a mould on which the civil organization of 
the State quickly shaped itseK. Above all, the councils gathered 
by Theodore were the first of all national gatherings for general 
legislation. It was at a much later time that the Wise Men of 
Wessex, or Northumbria, or Mercia, learned to come together 
in the Witenagemote of all England.* It was the ecclesiastical 
synods which by their example led the way to our national Par- 
liaments, as it was the Canons enacted in such sjmods which led 
the way to a national system of law." f 

But it may be asked, if the State did not establish nor endow 
the Church, and if it did not order and organize her govern- 
ment, why should its interference be invoked to take away from 
her the position and property which she acquired for and of 

♦ So that the State is indebted to the Church for its very idea of a Parliament, 
t EcdesiAstical Canons led to the idea of Acts of Parliament. 
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herself, especially when invoked by Nonconformists who protest 
against the interference of the State in religious matters ? Why 
should the State pull down what it did not build up ? 

Why, indeed? This is just a specimen of the paradoxical 
inconsistency of those who cry out, ** The State must not inter- 
fere in matters of religion," the practical meaning of which 
is, it may interfere as much as it likes in favour of themselves 
and against the Church to which they are opposed, but on no 
account as against them. They are quite willing on every occa- 
sion, as is proved by their zeal to obtain Acts of Parliament in 
their own favour, to use the powers of Parliament for building 
up themselves and pulling down the Church. In their case 
Parliament is all right when it strengthens their cause and con- 
fers upon them perogatives and privileges, but it is aU wrong 
when it is engaged in the work of helping to render efficient 
the Church of England as an Established and Endowed Church. 

XIY. 

In what sense are we to use the word Estab- 
lished, as applied to Nonconformist bodies P 

Holden, in his work on Church Establishments, well says — 
" Wherever Christianity is nationally professed religious socie- 
ties will arise, and in process of time they naturally and neces- 
sarily establish themselves; nor is it in the power of the civil 
magistrate to prevent it, even where he disapproves of their 
formation, without a total destruction of that liberty of con- 
science which all have an indefeasible right to enjoy. It is 
trifling to dispute about a name ; by whatever designation they 
may be called, they are to a certain extent religious establishments. 
Governments must alloio them, and therefore it is an idle dispute 
whether they be or be not established by the country. A 
variety of sects have sprung np, and established themselves^ have 
formed rules for their internal regulation, have raised funds for 
the support of their institutions ; all which they will continue 
to do. Whether they can be legally said to be establishments 
or not, they are bo to all intents and purposes.'* 



16 THE SNOLIBHMAN's BRIEF 

XV. 

What axe the various sources of Bevenues of 

the Church P 

The sources of the revenues of the Church are cathedral and 
glebe lands, charges on lands, tithes, funded property, and in 
many cases, where there are no endowments, or in which the 
endowments are not sufficient, seat rents, voluntary subscrip- 
tions and free-will contributions at the weekly offertory. 

XVI. 

How did the Church become possessed of her 
Endowments P 

Simply in this way — when the Christian missionaries first 
came to this country and made converts to Christianity, it was 
very natural that they who espoused the cause of the Gospel 
of Christ, at the risk of their liberty and even of their lives, 
should not hesitate to g^ve of their goods and possessions for the 
furtherance of that Gospel which they valued so much ; a Gospel 
which had brought such peace to their minds, and such joy and 
hope to their hearts ; and it was perfectly in accordance with the 
reasonableness of things that they should endeavour to make 
provision for the support of those missionaries who had brought 
such joyful news to them, and who were engaged in the good 
work amidst privation, suffering, danger, and even at the risk 
of life itseK, in carrying the good news to others. Hence they 
would offer to them hospitality, while within their reach, and 
would support them with their free-will offerings when sent 
into the surrounding country on their missionary tours. And 
when, through the growing success of the new religion, adherents 
to it became so numerous, and their influence in a locality so 
great as to necessitate their meeting together in one place for 
the public worship of God, it would have been strange indeed if 
their liberality had not taken the form of providing for the 
expenses incidental to public worship ; and the maintenance of 
the missionary or minister attached to the upper room or rude 
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building, which wa49 to be in future the centre of Evangelism in 
the surrounding country. 

All this was to be expected; it was the natural order of 
things, and it was what actually took place. 

When a king or prince was converted to Ohristianiiy he had 
his chapel built, and his travelling missionary or located priest 
attached to it, who at first would be provided for by the 
hospitality of his patron, and afterwards would be independently 
provided for by being invested with certain privileges, preroga- 
tives, and certain grants of land, with the offerings of the 
faithful, for the support of the chapel, the maintenance of the 
clergy or missionaries, and the relief of the poorer members of 
the infant Christian conmiunity. 

And as the ancient nobiliiy and landowners would espouse 
the new religion, it was in accordance with the order of things 
that they should follow the example set them by their kings or 
princes, and that as feudal chiefs they would build their rude 
chapels, and have their own priests and services for themselves 
as well as their dependants and followers. Hence, on all 
sides, there were numerous grants of lands and of money, 
besides alms and 'special offerings, for the support of religion J 
imtil, by the donations and bequests of the faithful, and the 
growing increase of the value of lands and money, the Church 
in the course of centuries, by her stored up gifts, found herself 
possessed of great wealth. 

xvn. 

Origin and Solirces of Ohurcli Property, and the 
Paj'ocliial System. 

'* Donations of land were oontinnally made to the bishops, and in still 

more ample proportions, to the monastic foundations. These had not been very 

nnmerons in the West till the beginning of the sixth centuy, when Benedict 

established his celebrated role. . . . The ecclesiastical hierachy never 

received any territorial endowment by law, either under the Boman empire 

or the kingdoms erected npon its ruins. But the voluntary munificence of 

princes as well as their subjects, amply supplied the place of more uniyersal 
B 
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pw nr irioiu Large ptfrate eststes, or m t&ey were termed, pfttriBoiueflk set 
onlj within their own diooeees bnt sometimes in dtstant oonntiiei^ smtainBd 
the dignilies of tiie pnndpal seesu 

« Manj ChoTches possessed seven or eight thousand manai, one with 
Ibnt two thiRMand passed for only indifferently rich. But it mnst be remaned 
that many of these donations were of lands nncnitiyated and unappropriated. 
The monasteries acquired legitimate riches by the culture of these deserted 
tracts, and by the prudent management of their revenues, which were less 
exposed to the ordinary means of dissipation than those of the laity. Their 
wealth continually accumulated, enabled them to become the regular pnr- 
ehasers of landed estates, especially in the time of the cmsadea, when the 
fiefs of the nobility were constantly in the market for sale or mortage. 
Some gBve their property to the Church before entering on military expe- 
ditions ; gifts were made by some to take effect after their Hves, and bequests 
by many in the terrors of dissolution." — HallanCa Middle Ages, page 332-3. 

'* The first Christian missionaries, strangers in a heathen land, attached 
themselves necessarily to the courts of kings, who were their first converts, 
and whose conversion was generally foUowed by that of their people. The 
English bishops were thus at first royal nhaplaina, and their diooeee was 
aatnrally *^o<'-MTig but the kingdom. 

« The missionaries became settled clergy ; the holding of the TCTi g l^ gli i 
.noble or landowner became the parish, and his chaplain the parish priest, 
-as the king's chaplain had become the bishop, and the kingdom his diocese. 
A source of permanent endowment for the Clergy was found at a later time 
in the revival of the Jewish system of tithes, and in the anrmal gift to 
Church purposes of one-tenth the produce of the wi\\.**^€hreen*a History 
of the English People^ page 29-30. 

** Parochial divisions, as they now exist, did not take place, at least in 
some countries, till several centuries after the Establishment of Christianity. 
The rural Churches erected successively as the necessities of a congregation 
required, or the piety of a landlord suggested, were in fact a sort of 
chapds dependent on the Cathedr^, and served by itinerant ministera at 
the Bishop's discretion. The Bishop himself received the tithes and appor- 
tioned them as he thought fit. 

'* Some of the rural Churches obtained by Episcopal concessions the 
privileges of baptism and burial, which were accompanied with a fixed 
share of tithes, and seem to imply a resident minister. 

'* The same privileges were gradually extended to the rest, and thus a 
complete parochial system was finally established.'' — SaUam'e Middle Ages, 
page' 384. 
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XWSM. 

THie story of tlie rise ajid growth of the OlmrcSL 
and the increase of her endowments. 

"We must endeavour to carry our thou^ts back to those 
days when Christian Churches were first planted in a land emerg- 
ing from heathenism. In those times then, be it remembered, the 
bishop and his clergy together may be considered as taking up 
a sort of missionary position in a district from which the clergy 
issued forth to spread the knowledge and the power of the 
Christian faith. On this spot they all lived together. There 
existed then no parochial Churches. The clergy in their turns, 
went out on their charitable and pious expeditions, firom whiok 
they returned to their only home, the common residence of the 
prelate and his presbyters. 

At that period, moreover, the only maintenance of these 
teachers was derived from the pious liberality of their converts, 
who made offerings for this purpose of every species of pro- 
perty, and in the time of harvest contributed a portion of their 
produce — usually a tenth. Of the funds thus voluntarily contri- 
buted the bishop was naturally the distributor, and to what 
purposes could he apply these resources but to the support of 
himself and his ministers, the upholding the places of worship^ 
and the relief of the infirm and helpless membe^ of the houBe<- 
hold of faith ? 

This simple condition ot things, however, was not to continue 
for ever. In process of time parochial Churches were built, and 
upon an understandii^ with the bishops, were permini^}iU.y 
endowed with that tenth of the agricultural produce which 
otherwise would have been rendered to the common fund, and 
in many cases a certain portion of land was added to the endow- 
ment. The clergy then, instead of the itinerant and missionary 
character which belonged to them at the first planting of 
Christianity, began to assume the character of local and 
stationary ministers ; a change which inevitably put an end to 
the adjustment which regulated the assumption of the original 
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and common fond. The dergy from that time lived on the 
local endowments of their respective Churches ; the poor were 
relieved out of the charitable offerings of the congregations ; 
and the repair of the fabric was probably divided between the 
patron and the incumbent; the bishop, all this while, being 
maintained by revenues specially appropriated to his see, by 
the bounty of kings and nobles and other proprietors of the 
land. And the consequence of this gradual change was that the 
bishop, the clergy, the fabric, and the helpless poor, had each of 
them a distinct and appropriate fund for their support."* 

The Ohurcli endowed by Private Individuals and 
not by the State. 

Mr ToTTUON Smith, a learned NonconformiBt BarriBter, in his evidence 
given before a Select Committee of the House of Lords, Feb. 16th, 1860, sajs 
— ^ I find by many of the old records that it is clear that the whole of 
the present endowments were in the first place voluntary endowments. 

" I can show that the endowments on which the Church subsists were 
endowments given by private individuals for the specific maintenance of a 
Church for the people, * as well as in fees, lands, rents, or in advowsons 
which do extend to a great value, were assigned by the said founders to 
the Prelates of the Holy Church of the said Realm to sustain the same.^ Further, 
a petition presented by the Commons to King Edward the Third, 1376, is 
expressed in the following words : ' That he the King will please to consider 
and bethink him how that his progenitors the noble kings of England and 
other nobles of the land, with the aid and devotion of Christian people, and 
by the said noblemen and their ancestors did endow the Church of Eng- 
land ;' showing that it was distinctly recognized in those early times of the 
Church's history that these were foundations which grew from the private 
gifts of individuals." 

" Nearly fifty years later I find another record. I refer to the 26th 
of Edward the Third, 1360. This record runs thus: * Whereas the Holy 
Church of England was founded in a state of prelacy within the Bealm of 
England by the king's said grandfather and his progenitors, and the earls, 
barons and other nobles of his said l^alm and their ancestors to inform 
them and their people of the law of God and certain possessions. . . . ' 

"Further, I will refer," says Mr Toulmin Smith, "to the statute of 

• See Article on Dr'Dealtry's 2V^ CAureA' aiu^ its i?nc2btrm€nt« ;— British Critic, vol. 11, 
1832. 



ON BEHALF OF HIS NATIONAL OHTJEGH. 21 

Carlisle, wluch was passed in the 35th year of Edward the First, 1306. 
That statute begins in the following words : * Of late it came to the know- 
ledge of our Lord the King by the g^evous complaint of the honorable 
persons, lords and other noblemen of this Bealm, that whereas monasteries, 
priories and other religious houses -W-ere founded to the honour and glory of 
Qodf and the advancement of the Holy Church, by the ISiag and his 
progenitors, and by the said noblemen and their ancestors, who in former 
time built Churches in England.' '* Then, through great devotion at different 
times, and in course of time there were given to the said Churches, such 
rents, lands and great possessions, with divers franchises and all the tempo- 
ralities that belong to them.*'* 

" Those very men who, in the hour of sickness and impending death, 
showered the gifts of expiatory devotion upon her altars, had passed the 
sunshine of their lives in sacrilegious plunder. In every country we find 
continual lamentation over the plunder of ecclesiastical possessloxis." — 
SaUam*8 Middle Affes, page 335. 

XX. 

Spoliation and not Endowment has been the 
characteristic of the civil power. 

** The parochial tithes, especially as the hand of robbery falls heaviest 
upon the weak, were exposed to unlawful seizure. In the tenth and 
eleventh centuries nothing was more common than to see the revenues or 
benefices in the hands of lay impropriators, who employed curates at the 
cheapest rate." — HallanCa Middle Ages, page 336. 

XXI. 

What the Ohurch of England would have been 
as to property had it not been for spolia- 
tion. 

*' If it had not been for these drawbacks, the clergy must, one would 
imagine, have almost acquired the exclusive property of the soil. They 
did enjoy nearly one-half of England, and I believe a greater proportion in 
some countries of Europe."— jra/^;»'« History of Middle Ages, page 336. 



* These extracts from ancient documents show that the property of the Church was in 
those early days of English history regarded as of private origin. 

See also British Critic, voL 27, page 228 : " We have given to God both for us and our 
hcin for 97w" U the langua^ of many pf the old Oeeds of Biidpwiftqnts. 
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Bndowments of the Ohurch now in possession 
of many of the nobility. 

'< Those fsmilies indeed, within or without the bonnda of the peerage^ 
which are now deemed the most considerable, will be found, with na great 
number of exoeptions, to have first become conspicuous under the Tudor 
line of kings, and if we could trace the titles of their estates to have 
acquired no small portion of them, mediately or immediately, from monastic 
or other ecclesiastical foundations." — HallanCa Conatitutionml Miatory qf 

xxm. 

But what is the origin of tithes in this cotmtry, 
when were they first paid, and how oame 
they to be a legal charge enforceable by law P 

The origin of tithes in this country goes so far back m our 
national history, that neither their aotual origin nor the time 
when thej were first paid can be accurately ascertained. The 
payment of tithes for the support of some form of religion is 
the most ancient customary payment known in the history of 
the world. 

The ancient Egyptians paid tithes ; Abraham paid tithes to 
Melchisidek, the Priest of the most High God ; Jacob gave to 
the cause of God a tenth of all he possessed. When the pay- 
ment of tithes was rendered compulsory by the Divine law, 
under the Levitical Dispensation, that only was embodied and 
enforced by that law which had been in existence and carried 
out in some form or other, so far as we know, in the history of 
almost every people. Nearly all ancient nations, as weU as the 
rude and uncivilized tribes, who professed any fonA of reUgioii, 
paid tithes or something answering thereto for its support. So 
that when Jews and heathen became Christians, throwing oft 
ifaeir old leligion and adopting the new religion of Ohristiaxiity, 
they never dreamt of being less liberal to that form of religion 
which they loved the mate amd had ^opted, than Utej luA 
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been toward that which they had loved the less and had dis- 
carded. Hence the transfer of tithes from the old religion 
which they had discarded, to the new religion which they had 
so earnestly and enthusiastically adopted, was in perfect accord- 
ance with the order of things, and was to have been expected. 
And this was what actually took place, so that in addition to 
grants and bequests of land, alms for the poor and offerings in 
acknowledgment of special religious services and ceremonies 
performed by the clergy, there sprung up the custom of the 
voluntary payment of tithes on the produce of the land, the 
payment of which few thought of evading, and which from 
immemorial custom ultimately became a legal payment, «ii- 
forcible by law.* 

XXIV. 

How tithes came to be paid and how the 
Church and her parochial system expanded 
and grew. 

^* As an additional source of revenue and imitation of the Jewish law, the 
payment of tithes was recommended or enjoined. These, however, were 
not applicable at first to the maintenance of a resident clergy. Parochial 
divisions as they now exist, did not take plaoe, at least in some ooimfcties, 
till several centuries after the establishment of Christianity. The rural 
churches erected successively as the necessities of a congregation required or 
the piety of a landlord suggested, were in fact a sort of chapels dependent 
on the cathedral and served by itnerant ministers at the bishop's disoretioin. 
' The bishop himself received the tithes and apportioned them as 'he though 
fit.' Some of the rural churches obtained by ^dscopal .concessums tfa« 
privileges of baptism and burial, which were acoompanied with a fixed 
4Bhare of tithes, and seem to imply the xesidenoe of a minister. The same 
privileges were gradually extended to the rest, and thus a oonplete 
parochial division was finally established; but Utaa was haidly the case 
in England till near the time of the Ckmqufist." — SaUow's Middle Agat, 
page 334. 

* By the 2nd and 8rd ef Edward the Sixth, chap. 13, for tbe aacouragement of agricol- 
ture, it was declared that heath or waste land converted into arable or meadow should 
be free from tithes tor the first seven years. See alsoDutici €md LighU of Clergf^ pog^ 211. 
—1707 
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XXV. 

Is it possible that tithes were not, as is com- 
monly alleged, created by Act of Parliament, 
or by some authority in the State answering 
thereto? 

lathes were not created by Act of Parliament. Thejwere 
payable and were paid to the Church long before Parliament 
esdflted or before anything answering to its constitntion was 
eren in embryotic being. The payment of tithes is of more 
ancient date than the Crown of England, the Constitutian of 
England, or the Parliament of England. 

No State docmnent, however ancient, can be produced, which 
being put into Court as evidence, could prove that the State or 
Bealm of England created the tithes. 



XXVI. 

When was the payment of tithes first enjoined 
by Boyal decree P 

** We find the payment of tithes enjoined by the canons of a provinoial 
oonncil in France near the end of the sixth century. From the ninth to 
the end of the twelfth or even later, it is oontdnoally enforced by similar 
aathority. . . Charlemagne was the first who gave the confirmation of a 
eiTil statate to these eoolemashioal injunctions, no one at least has, so far as 
I know, adduced any earlier law for the payment of tithes than one of hk 
eapitolazies. But it would be precq>itate to infer, either that the praotioe 
had not already gained ground to a oonsiderable extent, through the eccle- 
siastical authority, or on the other hand that it became universal in conse- 
quence of the commands of Charlemagne. In the subsequent ages it was 
very common to appropriate tithes which had originally been payable to 
the bishop, either towards the support of particular churches, or according 
to the prevalent superstition, to monastic foundations."--J5ra/Zfim'« Middle 
Affe$f page 335. 
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xxvn. 

Amidst all changes and revolutions in Ohurch 
and State the sacredness and inviolability of 
parochial tithes, not unappropriated or an- 
nexed to monasteries, &c., have been respected 
by the State, 

" Numerous indeed have been the alterations which our Ohurch estab- 
lishment has undergone within the last three hundred years/ but in none of 
those alterations has anything been attempted at all reaemhling the designs 
wMoh are contemplated. When . monasteries were abolished in the time of 
Henry VIII., the reyenues of the parochial clergy were left untouched. 
The Beformation produced a change in i^Q minister 8 of religion, but the 
revenues themselyes were preserved ; the tithes which had been paid to the 
Boman Catholic cleifg^ being continued to the Protectant clergy. Even at 
that tremendous crisis^ when King, Lords and' Commons were involved in 
one common destruction, no one even proposed the forfeiture of the tithes, 
which were paid to the parochial clergy. A change indeed was made in 
the ministers of religion, all those being ejected who refused to abandon the 
Liturgy, which was an object of peculiar dislike to the Oalvinists, who were 
then become the ruling party. But tithes continued to be paid as before, 
though to clergy of a different description. Nor was the payment of them 
affected by the transfer of power from the Presbyterians to the Inde- 
pendents. The Bestoration produced again a change of ecclesiastical 
ministers, but those ministers again received the tithes which they had 
received before. It appears then that from the first endowment of bene- 
fices in England and Wales to the present time, a period, of eight or 
nine hundred years, the parochial clergy have uninterruptedly received 
their tithes without molestation or complaint. Surely this is worthy the 
attention of those who now for the Jirst time propose to apply the revenues 
of the parochial clergy to a different purpose from that for which they 
were originally given." — Bishop of Durham's Charge^ 1831. 

xxvni. 

Has not the law of England dealt with the sub- 
ject of tithes, saying what land shall be 
titheable, enforcing their payment, and com- 
muting them for a certain money value P 

Certainly ; but Parliament has not created tithes, but only 
taken a legal oognisance of a custom which has from time 
immemorial existed. 
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The ancient custom of England being, that tithes should be 
paid on the produce of land, when waste land has been 
brought under cultivation and the owners have sought to evade 
the payment, the State, by enactment or otherwise, has enforced 
the payment of that due to the Church, as it would enforce the 
payment of any other immemorial customary due or payment. 
Further, when by the passing of the Tithe Commutation Act, 
Parliament changed payment of tithes in kind into a certain 
money payment, it did not pretend to create tithes or to give 
any new title to them, but simply, for the sake of the tithe- 
payer and the tithe receiver, and with their consent, made 
an arrangement by which tithes should be commuted on a cer- 
tain basis of calculation, and that henceforth payment should 
be in money instead of in kind.* 



The object of the Ecclesiastical Oonmiissioii in 
dealing with the Church in the present day is 
to improve and fairly redistribute the Church 
revenues, and not alienate or confiscate them, 

*< I have appointed a CommiBsion for considering the state of the 
several dioceses in England and Wales, with reference to the amount of 
their revenues and to the more equal distribution of episcopal duties^ 
the state of the several cathedral and collegiate churches, with a view to 
the suggestion of such measures as may render them most conducive to 
Idle efficiency of l^e Established Church ; and for devising the best mode 
of providing for the cure of souls with reference to the residence of the 
clergy or their respective benefices. The especial object which I have in 
view in the appointment of this Commission is to extend more widely the 
means of religious worship, according to the doctrines of the Established 
Church, and to confirm its hold upon the veneration and affections of 
my people." — King's Speech at the opening of Parliament after the Institu- 
tion of the Ecclesiastical Commission, 1837. 

Is not the payment of tithes, after all, a Govern- 
ment or State taxP 

Certainly not. How could it be so ? As we haire already 
stated, Parliament never created tithes, and it does not icnpose, 

• fiM ''SMioCkinmixtiitton Act,** 6«nd 7 WOL 4, cap.71. 
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collect them, nor pay for their collection. It only sttpervises 
and regulates them, in the same way that it does with reference 
to the income of any existing trust created for any purpose 
whatsover, but not to the same extent.* The mission 
and action of Parliament are confined to the solving of any 

I 

difficulties that may arise between the payers of tithes and the 
receivers ; and probably if any new difficulty of importance 
should arise in the future between these classes, Parliament will 
deal with it as it has done in the past, but that will not prove 
that Parliament has created tithes, has ^ven a title to them^ or 
that they are in any sense a Government tax, more than any 
ancient customary payment or due, of a charitable or purely 
secular character. 

XXXI. 

Is it not hard on the cultivators of land that 
they should have to pay tithes on its pro- 
duce P 

There is really no hardship in the matter. If a person rents 
land which in every respect is tithe-free, he pays so much more 
rent for it ; if it be subject to tithes he pays so much less. In 
any case he pays the same amount, whether it be to his landlord 
or to the rector or vicar of the parish in which he lives. The 
monetary value of land under cultivation is well known and 
closely calculated. It maintains its equilibrium in a wonderful 
way. It will always fetch its value, and whether a farmer pays 
more rent to the landlord in consequence of his farm being 
tithe-free, or whether he pays less rent — the landlord paying the 
balance to the incumbent in the shape of tithes — ^the payment of 
rental is pretty much the same. 

vv A All I . 

Would those who cultivate the soil be any better 
off -were tithes abolished P 

** Whatever clamour they may make about ttieir payments to the clergy, 
&ey may be assnred that they would be no gainers by the abolition of 

Ml J_l. M. J,"— H-ll-M^ ^* ■ » I -I M---* — ----11 M^l IIBI- 11-^ - ■■ 11 1 till- - f 

* All Charitable Trusts are obliged to supply the State officers^ the Charity Commis- 
doners, with a tftatemoit of their inc(»x]ce and ezpendituz^ : ucft so the holders of tithes. 
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titheB. If tithee were ahtoluUfy aboliahed and thei^ farms, became tithe- 
free, the addition made to their rent would certainly exceed the compo- 
sition which they paid to the clergyman. If tithee, instead of being 
abdUshed absolutely and unconditionally were, when taken from the clergy, 
applied to some other purpose, tithes would be still paid in some shape or 
other. £yen if the name were changed the substance would remain, and the 
persons to whom the substance was transferred would have both the power 
and the will to exact their dues more rigidly than the clergy are either able 
or willing to exact their tithes. If therefore the present tithe-payers have 
any regard for their own interests they will cease to complain about paying 
tithes to the dergy." — Bishop of Peterborottgh* 8 Charge, pp. 20-26. July, 
1831. 



XXXlil. 

Would the abolitioii of tithes confer any benefit 
on the mass of the people of this country P 

" In a country which, like England, contains comparatively a very 
small number of persons occupying land of their own, it is evident that the 
abolition of tithes would confer no benefit whatever upon those who need 
assLstance most. Even were every cultivator his own landlord there is no 
reason why Individuals of his class in particular should receive an augmen- 
tation of their property, amounting to one-fifth of its value, without any 
exertion of their own industry. But English agriculturists are usually 
tenants, and therefore it is certain that if titheholders existed no longer the 
farmer would be no otherwise affected by the change than in having to pay 
in the shape of an increase to the rent of his land, fully as much as he had 
formerly paid under the denomination of tithe. He would have to deal 
with one proprietor instead of two, but there is not the least reason to 
beHeve that his own profits would derive from that circumstance the smallest 
addition. Most men, therefore, of good sense and candour will arise from 
a careful consideration of tithes under a conviction, that although in a 
revolutionary scramble for property those who should obtain land might do 
well to keep it from incumbrance of every kind ; yet while other individuals 
are allowed to retain what they have fairly acquired, an annihilation of the 
titheowner's claim would only operate to increase the wealth of that class 
which is already endowed with the largest share of worldly goods." — 
Soamei Siatory of the Beformationf Vol. ii., p. 294. London, 1826, 
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XXXIV. 

Were not the tithes originally charged with one- 
. fourth payment to the support of the poor, 
and why are they not now so charged P 

That may have been the original arrangement, and would be 
so still if the Church in her different parishes had been per- 
mitted to retain her property. But what are the facts? 

The Church has been robbed from time to time of the greater 
portion of her wealth. That which was formerly, burdened 
with a charge for the relief of the poor she no longer retains, 
or retains in the most limited degree. 

A custom grew up to assign the great tithes of many parishes, 
rectorial and vicarial, to the Bishop of the diocese, the Cathe- 
dral chapter, or to some abbey or monastic institution, and to put 
a vicar or perpetual curate, as the case might be, into the 
incumbency of the parish church, to serve it, and take the cure 
of souls, for the merest pittance. So that when, at the Beformar 
tion, Henry the Eighth suppressed the abbeys and monasteries, 
instead of restoring to the different parishes the great rectorial 
or vicarial tithes and lands which had been attached or appro- 
priated to those institutions, he laid violent hands upon them and 
other Church property for his own purposes, and when satiated 
with his share of the spoil he divided the ,'enormously large 
remainder amongst his favourites and supporters, many of whose 
descendants among our nobiHty and landed gentry retain their 
portions df it till this day. In fact, the great majority of our 
different parishes have on their face the sure sign and indeHble 
mark of spoliation, and alienation of Church property to other 
than the purpose for which it was originally devoted. 

If it be asked '' What are the sure signs and indelible marks 
of the despoiler?" they are these : wherever an ancient parish is 
a " vicarage" it is certain that the great or rectorial tithes have 
been alienated from Church purposes within the parish ; and 
wherever such parish is a perpetual curacy you may be cer- 
tain that both the rectorial and vicarial tithes, as well it may 
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be as other lands and endowments, have been taken away 
from the parish, while it is left with the least and lowest endow* 
ment of all, that of a perpetual curacy.* 

And now, incredible as it may seem to many persons, not only 
are the great rectorial tithes, whether held by a clergyman or 
layman, rated to the support of the poor and chargeable with all 
other rates, as well as the Queen's taxes, but all incomes of the 
clergy derived from tithes of any kind are in all respects equally 
so rateable and chargeable.f So that it is not difficult to 
imagine a case in which the gross income of a benefice may 
be £650 a-year, the net income of which may not be more than 
£400, out of which the incumbent may have to provide £150 
per annum for a curate ! 

Is it asked " how can this be ? " It is in this way — ^the rector, 
vicar, or perpetual curate, whose income is drawn from tithes, is, 
like all other ratepayers, rated to the poor according to the 
estimated value of his house or vicarage; but over and above aU 
this, and different from everybody else, he is rated on the 
estimated value of his income derivable from the tithes, not 
only to the poor but for all other legal, parochial or borough 
purposes. It will thus be seen that while the Church has been 
robbed of those endowments which were chargeable for the 
support of the poor ; her clergy are still chargeable to a greater 
extent than any other members of the community for their 
support. 

XXXV. 

The poor never had a legal right to a proportion 
of tithes : it was simply a customary but 
voluntary contribution. 

'* It is a mere pretence that benefioes were endowed for the support of 
the poor ; they were endowed for the support of the clergy in return for the 

♦See Articles on "Clergy," "Tithes," and "Impropriation" CycVopadia, by E. C. 
Chambers, Fifth Edition. 1741. 
t See any Parish Bate Book. 
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spiiitnal benefits conferred on their respective parishes. The necessitous 
poor of this country were, before the Keformation, supported entirely by 
whmtarf eontribuiions. Those contributions came indeed from the clergy, 
but then they came from the clergy of rich monastaries and other religious 
houses, possessing property which has been estimated at one-third of the 
whole property in this kingdom. This immense property was taken from 
the Church and transferred to the laity. Then it was that the poor began 
to feel the want of that support which they had derived from the religious 
housesk The voluntary contributions of those religious houses having 
ceased, and the new proprietors of the estates which had belonged to them 
having declined to follow their benevolent example, it became necessary, in 
the reign of Elizabeth, to introduce compulsory contributions, under the 
name of poor's rates, and to these contributions the clergy now pay their 
ample proportion." — See article on ** Church Reform," voL zi. British 
Critic, ^c.f 1832. 

XXX7I. 

Well, if the payment of tithes be not hard upon 
the tenant, is it not hard upon the land- 
owner P 

On what groimds can it be so ? If the landowner inherits the 
land subject to tithes, it came to him on that condition and 
subject to that payment ; and no doubt in the first instance, at 
least, he was very glad to possess it on these terms, and did not 
too narrowly scrutinize or criticise the liberality of his ancestors 
in originally charging it with that payment, a matter wMck was 
clearly within their right. 

If the landowner bought the land subject to tithes, he got it 
so much cheaper on that account. In fact, in estimating the 
amount of its value, a round sum in lieu of the charges upon it 
was deducted from the price it would otherwise have fetched 
had it been tithe-free ; so that really nobody is injured by the 
payment of tithes. The full value of the land is kuown and 
will be exacted from the cultivators of the soil, so that if the 
tithes did not go to the Church they would go to the landlord, 
or to some other source ; but depend upon it the land would not 
escape. 



S3 THB nroLUHiCAir^s bbixf 

XXWil. 

Is it not manifestly unfair to require a man. to 
make a legal payment in the shape of tithes 
toward the support of a Ohnrch from which 
he entirely differs? 

Let TLB see. Is it unfair to ask a man to support the Gk>Yem- 
ment of his country, by the payment of the Queen's taxes^ 
because he differs entirely from the politics and policy of the 
Gbvemment in power ? 

Is it unfair to require a member of the Church of England, 
who holds as tenant a house or land left as an endowment of a 
Nonconformist chapel, to pay his yearly rent because he cannot 
agree with or sanction the use to which such rent is to be 
appropriated? Illustrations might be added without number, 
but they are needless. A moment's reflection will conyince any 
person that if he deliberately takes a house, farm, or other pro- 
perty, well knowing the annual charges upon it — ^and with all 
these charges upon it is glad to get it — it is too late in the day, 
when he finds himself in full possession of it, to demur on the 
ground of conscience, or otherwise object to the legal charges 
which he well knew were upon it. But if at the eleventh hour 
he repents of his bargain, the fairest and we should say the 
wisest plan would be not to contest the righteousness or justness 
of the payment, but to give up a tenure the charges on which 
he is no. longer willing to discharge. 

xxxvm. 

Were not many of the endowments which the 
Ohnrch of England now holds given to the 
Ohnrch of Eome P 

No; not a single endowment was given to the Church of 
Eome. There was no Church of Eome in England to give 
endowments to. The Church of Eome, as such, never had any 
existence in England. That the Church of England was for 
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hundreds of years under the influence of the Church of Borne, 
received and taught her errors, and was in many respects sub- 
servient to her, we freely admit ; but that she ever wholly sub- 
mitted to her, gave up her independence, and entirely merged 
her identity in that of the Church of Eome, we entirely deny. 

The people of England gave their endowments to England's 
Church, and not to the Church of Eome. 

In devoting their property to her, whether in grants during 
life, or bequests at death, they gave their property to her as the 
Christian Church of the nation. In no instance that we are 
aware of were any endowments given to the Church of England, 
on the condition that she should remain in subservience to, or in 
union with the Church of Bome. 

Suppose the case of two men, A and B ; A occupies a more 
conspicuous and in every way more influential position than B. 
B acknowledges aU this and more ; he gives himself up to A's 
guidance and control. A does what is wrong and leads B 
astray. During the time that B is being led astray he has a 
large property left him, by one who is not only his own country- 
man and neighbour, but it may be his near relative, who is 
perfectly cognisant of the intimate relationship existing between 
A and B. Years afterwards B throws off the eviL influence of 
A, and takes an independent part, acting for himself and 
ordering his conduct as he in his judgment thinks best. Who 
could say that because of this the bequest made to B was 
invalidated ? 

Yet this is just the state of the question, as to bequests given 
to the Church of England while she was under the influence of 
Bome. 



Hi THE EXOUSHMAN's BRIEF 

XXXIX. 

Were not many of the Endowments of the Ohurch 
originally obtained by unfair means P that is, 
by the exercise of iindue influence over the 
minds of religious people, inducing them to 
alienate their property to the Ohurch, or in 
the hour of death to make large bequests to 
herP 

Thnro is no proof of this. It is not however questioned that 
iiiiiiiy persons, wlien death was staring them in the face, left 
liirj^(j endowments to the Church. But who were they ? They 
wnro the very persons who, by rapacious sacrilege and the 
opposing of might against right, had in their lifetime taken 
that very property from the Church which they felt compelled to 
ruHtore to her in the presence of death.* 

15ut it is too late in the day to raise such questions as these, 
unlosB a document can be produced, showing that the conditions 
of tenure are violated.f The present rightful and just tenure of 
the property in question is not affected by such questions; 
otherwise the rightful possession and secure tenure of no pro- 
perty in this country could be guaranteed. 

Were the title to property in the present day impeachable, on 
tlie ground that some hundreds of years ago it was wrongly 
acquired, we fear that large numbers of our nobility and gentry 
— whose rent-rolls are made up chiefly of incomes derived from 
abbey lands, monastic endowments, and great tithes, given to 
them at successive periods of the history of the Church, by high- 
handed kings, and especially at the time of the spoliation of 

* See Hallam's Middle AgeZy page 336. 

t See Rev. Baldwin Brown's Paper on Trust Deeds, shewing the prevalent alienation of 
property amongst Nonconformists, from its present Trusts and original objects. — C(mr 
gregational Tear Book, 1872 ; page 95. 

Those who charge the Church with alienating property from its original object ought 
not only to be able to prove it, but also ought to bo quite sure that they come into Court 
with clean hands, and that they are not doing the veiy thing themselves with which they 
wish to charge others. 
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Church property, by Henry the Eighth — might tremble for the 
issue, which probably would reduce them to utter ruin. 

Or further still, were we to apply the principle of invalidity 
of title of present holders, to property established by wrong 
acquisition, hundreds of years ago, what property would be 
secure ? In what a state of concerp. would be the wealthy suc- 
cessors of some of our modem princely merchants, who were 
seH-made men, and whose wealth, so rapidly accumulated, has 
in many cases been openly characterized as iU-gotten gain. 

XL. 

Have not many of the endowments of the Ohxtrch 
been perverted from their original objects ; for 
instance, were not many of them left for the 
express purpose of having tjie Romish mass 
said for the benefit of the souls of the de- 
parted; and forasmuch as Jjhis is not done 
now in the Reformed Ohurch, on what prin- 
ciple can such endowments be retained? 

Yes, but such endowments could not be tithes, for they have 
been paid immemorially by common consent, without any specific 
condition being attached to their payment. Such endowments 
were of a specific character, such as land, houses, monies, or 
special rent charge ; and were attached to abbeys, monasteries, 
or chantrys, but these having been swept away, and their endow- 
ments confiscated to the Crown — ^the King having reserved 
them for his own use, or distributed them to his supporters and 
followers at his will — it is an interesting work for all zealous 
people concerned in such matters, to see, as a matter of public 
trust, that those who now possess such property shaU fulfil the 
conditions attached to its original grant or bequest. One thing 
is certain, and that is, they will not find the present Church of 
England possessed of much of such property. They must go 
to many of the nobility and landed gentry, who, as we have 
already stated, have been enriched with Church spoliation, and 
to whom this kind of property was principally given. 
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XLI. 

Is not the property of the Ohurch National pro- 
perty P 

No; but in order to answer this question, it is necessary for us 
to inquire what is meant by '' National Property ? " 

National property may be defbied as that which has been 
inherited, acquired, or created by the nation, for public purposes ; 
held in trust by the Government for the time being, for the 
nation at large, and over which the Government of the day have 
exclusive control. Such for instance are the Houses of Parlia- 
ment, public o£B.ces, and British Museum. All these are, strictly 
speaking, national property, because they have been provided 
and are maintained and supported out of the public taxes of the 
coimtry. 

But the property of the Church of England is of a very 
different nature. It is not national. It is not even parochial. 
The ecclesiastical property of this country is succeeded to, and is 
vested in a great number of corporations, sole or aggregate. 

Every bishop or incumbent in the country is what is called a 
corporation sole. Deans of cathedrals, with their Chapters, are 
corporations aggregate.* 

The bishop has his income as a corporation sole, on condition 
that he fulfils his o£B.ce as a bishop in overlooking his diocese, 
and executes certain episcopal functions — ecclesiastical and 
spiritual — for the people and clergy committed to his care. 

The incumbent of a parish has the income from tithes, or 
ecclesiastical endowments, or from other sources, vested in him 
for his benefit, during his tenure of office, on condition of his 
discharging certain prescribed spiritual offices and duties for 
the good of the people of his parish. 

And although the income from tithes and endowments is for 
the good of the people of the parish, still the parishioners have 

* By virtue of their office, all Incumbents and Deans — as distinct from their chapters— 
and Bishops, are corporations sole, having perpetual succession, and enjoy a kind of l^;al 
immortality ; all Deans with their chapters are corporations a^;gr^^te. — See the Laws of 
the Cileigy, by Cripps, pago i38 and S30. 
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no power over it. Tliey cannot touch it, administer it, or inter- 
fere with it in any way. It is the absolute freehold of the incum- 
bent as long as he holds the incumbency. 

But though the parishioners cannot touch the endowments, 
they have a right to, and can demand the ecclesiastical and 
spiritual services of him who is the incumbent ; and wherein he 
fails to do his duty, they can proceed against him, and if he be 
guilty of certain offences, they can secure his suspension from 
.oflB.ce, and even the deprivation of his benefice. 

The only instance in which the churchwardens, as repre- 
sentatives of the parishioners, can administer the income of the 
benefice, is when a vacancy occurs in the incumbency, by pro- 
motion, resignation, suspension, deprivation, or death. Then, 
by the authority of the Bishop, the income of the living may 
be sequestrated to the churchwardens, who in such a case are 
carefully to administer it, and provide therewith for the public 
services, and spiritualities of the parish, until the appointment 
of a new incumbent ; to whom they must give a strict accoimt of 
the income and expenditure during the vacancy, and to whom 
the balance, if any, will belong. 

So that really the property of the Church of England is not 
national, and it is not parochial. It is really corporate property, 
and as such has been from time immemorial held and enjoyed 
by bishops, cathedral chapters, and incumbents, as corporations 
sole or aggregate, on condition of their performing certain eccle- 
siastical oflices and duties for the good of the people within a 
given area, — ^the bishops within the limits of their dioceses, for 
the people of their dioceses, and the incumbents within the area 
of their parishes, for the spiritual good of people of their 
parishes. 

It might as well be said, and far more correctly, that the 
property of the different municipal and endowed charitable 
corporations, in London and throughout the country, is national 
property, as to say that the property of the different ecclesiastical 
corporations, in the dioceses and in the parishes throughout 
England, is national property. 
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XLH. 

Has not the Nation, througli its Parliament and 
by its Q-ovemment, dealt with the property 
of the Ohnrch by Act of Parliament and 
otherwise ; and does not this show that Parlia- 
ment assumes it to be National Property? 

Certainly tlie nation, through its Parliament, has dealt 
with the property of the Corporations — Cathedral, Episcopal, 
and Parochial (sole and aggregate) of the Church of Eng- 
land, by way of reajustment, just as it has dealt with 
the property of all charitable, private, or municipal corpo- 
rations in the country. For instance, it has dealt with tithes, 
and by Act of Parliament has changed the mode of payment 
from payment in kind to payment in* money. Further, it has 
dealt with the Church lands and endowments from which 
Bishops, Deans, and Cathedral Chapters formerly received their 
incomes ; and instead of their taking the rents of their landed 
property as they formerly did, life interests being respected, 
Parliament has, for the improvement of the property and the 
increase of its annual rental, appointed certain persons, known 
as the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, to farm and manage this 
property, paying the Bishops, Deans, Chapters and other per- 
sons concerned, a fixed and definite stipend in money, in lieu of 
their receipt of rents from lands as formerly ; and applying the 
surplus to the building of new vicarages, the endowment of new 
parishes, the augmentation of smaU livings, — thus distributing 
for, and devoting it to, the general good of the Church and 
the people. 

But then we repeat that Parliament has done nothing more in 
this respect, in the matter of the property of the different 
Ecclesiastical Corporations of the Church of England, than it 
assumes the right to do, and actually does do, with reference to 
the property of all corporations and endowed charities through- 
out the kingdom. 

Yet no one dreams of saying that, because Parliament 
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exercises supreme control over tlie property of all endowed 
charities and corporations througliout tlie kingdom, in modifying 
or altering their terms of trust, in extending their benefits to a 
wider area, curtailing or increasing their expenditure, and 
fixing and regulating the stipends of their officers, that there- 
fore the property of these local or municipal corporations is 
national property. 

xLin. 

What is the estimated amount of the annual 
income from the various Endowments of the 
Church, the sources from whence it is derived, 
and how apportioned P 

1. The annual income derived from the endowments of the 
Established Church is estimated at rather more than foub 

MILLIONS STERLING.* 

2. Of this sum — 

Tithes and Rents voluntarily given to the Church 
of England by charitable persons before the 
Reformation bring in, in round numbers, about £1,950,000 

Tithes, Rents, and Interest on Money voluntarily 
given to the Church of England since the 
Reformation bring in, in round numbers, about 2,250,000 

TotalGross Yearly Value of Endowments, about £4,200,000 

Of which sum the State takes as Taxes, &c., other 
than Income Tax, and sums usually paid by 
occupiers, in round numbers about 700,000 

Total Net Yearly Value of Endowments, about. .£3,500,000 

3. The sum of £3,500,000 is therefore, in round numbers, the 
amount of the net stipends received by the Bishops, Priests, and 
Deacons of the State Church, who number about 20,000. It is 
thus divided — 

2 Archbishops ) 

28 Bishops > receive, in round numbers, about. . £173,000 

73 Archdeacons ) 

30 Deans "| 

132 Canons | 

128 Minor Canons }■ receive, in round numbers, about. . £203,000 

600 Singers, Lay Officers, | 
and Servants J 

19,600 other Clergy, Rectors, ) . . •, , l.i./>o••^>^/^/v/v 

Vicars, Ind Curates ) '^°®'^^' ^ ^^^^ numbers, about £3,124,000 

Total Net Salaries Received £3,500,000 

----- 

* See Church Defence Leaflet. 



40 THE ENGUSmCAN'S BBIEF 

on an average little over about £200 per annum for each 
Clergyman. 

This of course does not include seat or pew-rents, offertories, 
or other voluntary contributions, by which the income of the 
Church, as a body, is greatly augmented. 

XLIV. 

Has the process of Establishing and Endowing 
the Ohiirch always been going on, and is it 
still in active operation P 

The process of establishing and endowing the Church has, 
more or less, been going on from the time of the first constitu- 
tion of the Church of England in this country, till the present 
time ; but never so rapidly and to such an extent as within 
the last fifty years. 

During this last period, in the midst of a constantly increasing 
population, in the face of much indifference to religion, and 
despite the most cleverly organised and persistent opposition, 
the Church has been successfully establishing herself, and 
securing endowments from her devoted, wealthy, and liberal 
members, to a surprising extent. 

While some people have been devising plans, and actively 
trying to carry out elaborate schemes for disestablishment 
and disendowment, the church, through her faithful clergy and 
laity, has been quietly going on in her good work — establishing 
herseK more firmly in the intelligent convictions and hearty 
affections of the people — and establishing herseK amidst the poor 
and overcrowded populations, to minister to their temporal and 
spiritual wants, to alleviate their sufferings, and to mitigate their 
misery. 

She has been establishing herseK in new dioceses, new parishes, 
new churches, and new mission chapels. Millions of money 
have been, and are being voluntarily subscribed, for Church 
purposes, and from purely voluntary sources. The Church is 
adding to her en4owments tov new bishoprics, new parishes^ 
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new educational agencies, and various new charitable institu- 
tions, at such a rapid rate that it is dificult accurately to 
estimate their value.* 

But the matter will be better understood by a local illustration. 
In our own town, fifty years ago, there was but one parish 
church, and but one clergyman. Now we have eight new 
parishes formed, with some sixteen additional clergymen ; new 
vicarage houses, and costly permanent churches, with schools, 
and other institutions attached, and different organizations for 
religious, charitable, or philanthropic purposes, f And how has 
all this been done ? By Act of Parliament ? No ! By money 
supplied by Parliament? No! How then has all this been 
done ? There is only one answer, and that is "It has been done 
by the earnestness, energy, piety and munificent liberality 
of the Churchmen of this neighbourhood, and this is but a 
sample of what is going on all over the kingdom. 

It ifl true this Church extension has taken place under the 
sanction of several Acts of Parliament, and in conformity with 
the existing law of the Church, and of the land ; just as all Non- 
conformist places of worship are erected in their several localities 
under the protection of the law of the land, although the State 
has not to the same extent legislated for them as it has done 
for the Church. But Acts of Parliament did not create the piety 
that prompted the members of the Church to do this great work. 
Acts of Parliament did not find the money to constitute the 
new parishes, build the new churches and vicarages, provide 
endowments for the clergy, or pay the stipends of assisting 
curates. Acts of Parliament have no more created the funds 

* In most cases wherever a new parish 13 formed and new Church is buHt, and con- 
secrated, there quickly follow the erection of schools and the institution of almost eyery 
variety of society and club for the promotion of education, the bettering of the condition 
of the working classes, the relief of the sick and needy, and the furtherance of all kinds 
of charitable works. So that each new parish Church, in addition to being the public 
House of Prayer for the parish, becomes the new centre of numerous organizations for the 
good of the entire population. 

t By returns just obtained from the different new parishes in Maidstone it has been 
ascertained that over £72,006 have been expended in Church and School Building alone, 
within the last twenty years I 
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for these objects than they have created funds for the building 
of Nonconformist chapels, and providing stipends for their 
ministers. 

XLV. 

Are there any clearly ascertained facts to prove 
the great magnitude of the work of Church 
Extension P 

The facts relative to the work and progress of the Church of 
England since the year 1800, as taken from the Quarterly Review 
for July, 1874, are thus stated : — 

I. Church Building— 

Up to 1872 the total number of Churches built in the century 
was 3,204; of Churches entirely rebuilt, 925; making 4,129 
in aU. Restorations and enlargements were still more numerous, 
so that over 9,000 Churches have been built, rebuilt, or restored 
during the century. These have cost at least £18,000,000. All 
this was accomplished by voluntary contributions, with the excep- 
tion of the Parliamentary grant of one million in the outset. 

n. Subdivision of Parishes — 

In 1831 the Parliamentary Inquiry Commission returned the 
number of benefices at 10,000. Now there are as nearly as 
possible 13,200. And be it remembered that every additional 
parish involved a large voluntary outlay for Church Schools, 
and Parsonage, and other numberless details of parochial ex- 
penditure. But all these new parishes had also to be endowed, 
and the Ecclesiastical Commissioners acknowledged the receipt of 
no less than £1,653,446 from private benefactions for endow- 
ment up to October 31, 1873, and it is a remarkable fact that 
in this one form alone Churchmen have thus given for endow- 
ment at the rate of £120,000 a-year for the last three years. 

m. Parsonage Houses — 

Forty years ago these numbered 5,900, now they are over 
11,000; so that, to say nothing of rebuilt Parsonages, we have 
a clear gain of 5,100 resident clergy. 
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IV. Clergy- 

Ill 1801 tlie number given is ... . 10,307 

In .1841 there were 14,613 

In 1871 „ „ 20,694 

An increase of over 6,000 in thirty years. 
Of these, 19,043 are engaged in parochial work; in round 
numbers, 13,000 are incumbents and 6,000 curates, and 1,650 
clergy employed in school and college work. In 1841 the 
number of incumbents was 5,776, in 1871 no less than 13,043. 

V. Education — 

The following figures are taken from the Privy Council Educa- 
tional Report for 1873, and will about show to whom the country 
is indebted for the means of Elementary Education during the 
last thirty years. 

From 1839 to Dec. 31, 1872. 

England and "Wales. Subscribed. Par. Grant. 

For Building Church Schools £3,585,164 £1,356,487 

British and Foreign Schools 220, 033 1 06, 1 20 

Wesleyan Schools 151,942 81,317 

Roman Catholic Schools 99, 650 42,167 

Here we have three and-a-half millions of voluntary subscrip- 
tions sunk in school building alone ; whilst from the same Report 
we learn that the annual subscriptions of Churchmen reach the 
amount of £389,769 against £84,771 subscribed by Dissenters. 
Add to this, that during the last sixty years the National Society 
alone has dispensed £1,000,000 for Educational purposes, 
involving at least an outlay of £12,000,000 in actual capital 
firom other sources, and we have some idea what the Church has 
been doing during the century for the religious education of the 
people of England. 

VI. Curates — 

The number of Curates at present is over 5,800. 
The average stipend of a Curate in 1843 was £82 2 10 

1853 „ 79 
1863 „ 97 10 
1873 „ 129 5 8 
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Taking £125 for the average income at present, this gives 
£725,000 as the gross Curate income. Of this about £400,000 
in paid by incumbents, and the rest, £325,000, comes from lay 
gouroes.* 

XLVI. 

But although Parliament does not build nor help 
to build new Ohurches nor Vicarages, when 
once new Ohurches are built, is it not a fact 
that Parliament makes grants wholly or in 
part to endow them P 

Not one penny of a grant does Parliament make, in any shape 
whatever, towards the building or endowing of any Churches, 
other than those erected for, or adapted to the accommodation of 
the army ; and not one penny does Parliament pay in the shape 
of stipend to any parochial clergymen, except for their services 
to the army, as army chaplains, when they are appointed to that 
office. Parliament just gives as much for the building and en- 
dowing of churches as it does for Nonconformist chapels, and 
that is nothing at all. 

The popular error so prevalent on this subject may have its 
origin in this fact, that the bishops and laymen, caUed the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners, who are appointed to manage the 
revenues from ancient episcopal and cathedral estates, after 
meeting the first charges upon them, annually appropriate 
the remainder in the shape of grants, for the purpose of 
endowing with £200 per annum, new churches, built in poor 
and populous places, and also for the purpose of meeting offers 
of voluntary benefactions for the endowment of certain other 
new churches with an equal amount ; but it is all entirely and 
exclusively the property of the Church, — not one penny of it 
has come from Parliament or the taxes of the people. If the 

* In this abstract no note is taken of the immense sum, probably not less than 
£2,000,000 per annum, which the Church raises from voluntary sources, for maintenance 
of Divine Service, Parochial Charities and institutions, as well as Home and Foreign 
Missions. 
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yearly budgets of the Chancellor of the Exchequer be searched 
through and through, no item will be found for such Church 
purposes, nor wiU a single grant be discovered for Church 
bmlding, church endowment, or the stipends of any of the 
clergy, other than those mentioned, namely, the stipends of 
army chaplains. 

Some of the Churches in this town* have been wholly or 
partially endowed by grants from the Ecclesiastical Commis- 
sioners. But from what fund did the Commissioners make these 
grants? From no other than the ancient great tithes of the 
original or mother parish, from which they were formerly taken 
and attached to the Archiepiscopal Revenues of Canterbury. 
And as they lately fell into the hands of the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners — as the managers of the Episcopal estates — they 
have restored the greater portion of them to their original 
object, by devoting them to the endowment of several of the new 
parishes in this town. 

When it is stated that this kind of re-distribution of the 
property of the Church is, through the agency of the Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners, going on all over the kingdom, 
something will be understood of the good work they are doing, 
and also it will be seen that the State, in appointing these Com- 
missioners, had in view not the diverting of Church property 
from its proper objects, but its better administration ; and 
where needful and possible, its re-distribution and restoration 
to its original objects. 

XLVn. 

Has PaTliament power to pass an Act to Dis- 
establish and Disendow the National Ohnrch P 

It has no more power in this matter than it has to deal 
with all institutions and endowments. It has power, should it be 
so misled, to pass an act for the disestablis hment and disendow- 
ment of every religious, charitable, and municipal corporation in 

* Maidstone. 
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the land. It has power to seize their funds, alienate them from 
their original objects, and misappropriate, squander, or waste 
them in any way it might feel disposed. 

The power of Parliament, with the sanction of the Sovereign, 
is supreme, in dealing with all such matters, for it has behind it, 
might — and the coercive power of the law, which is physical 
force. 

And therefore if ever the day should come in England's 
history when the Parliament should be so ill-advised as 
to pass an Act to disestablish and disendow the Church, it 
would be in vain to attempt to resist it. We must bestir 
ourselves in time, and as Englishmen and Churchmen put forth 
our earnest individual and united efforts to prevent the possibiliiy 
of such a state of things ever coming to pass. 



XLvni. 

Has Parliament the moral right to Disestablish 
and Disendow the OhnrchP 

That is quite another thing. Parliament has the legal right, 
at the wish of the great majority of the people of the kingdom, 
to disestablish the Church, — that is to cease to recognise it as 
the sole and exclusive Church of the State, — but Parliament has 
not the moral right, either by itself or at the wish of the great 
majority of the people, to rob the Church of her endowments, 
any more than it has the moral right to lay violent hands on the 
properly of any charitable institution or person. 

But there is little use in talking of moral rights, to States or 
Governments, for when bent on a wrong course they know no 
right but the right of law, and force to put that law into 
execution ; and therefore the power of disestablishing and 
disendowing anything or anybody is, undoubtedly, vested in the 
Parliament of the country. The question is, will Englishmen, 
and especially English Churchmen, stand idly by and allow their 
national Church to be disestablished and disendowed ? 
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XLIX. 

Is there any proof that the great majority of 
Members of the British Parliament or their 
Electors, or th^ great majority of those who 
differ from the Ohnrch, wish for Disestablish- 
ment and Disendowment ? 

There i8 no evidence whatever that the great majority of 
those who differ from the Church wish for disestablishment and 
disendowment. But on the contrary, there is every reason to 
believe, that by far the greater number of those who differ from 
the Church of England, do so not on political but on various 
purely religious grounds, and that they are content to enjoy their 
own freedom of religious opinion and worship, without wishing 
to take away the religious liberty, or interfere with the rights 
and vested interests of the vast majority of their fellow subjects 
who prefer to remain in the Communion, avail themselves of 
the oflGlces, join in the public worship, and continue in the 
possession of the rights and privileges of the Church of England 
as an Established and Endowed Church.* 

For instance, if we take the report of the Society, which has 
for its object the disestablishing and the disendowing of the 
Church, and read through the list of its members and subscribers, 
we look in vain for some of the most distinguished ministers of 
the Nonconformist bodies, whose learning, culture and great 
abilities, in many cases constitute them ornaments of their 
communions, and would, had they been led to enter it, have 
entitled them to a prominent place in the ministry of the Church 
of England. 

We do not for a moment lose sight of the fact, nor seek to 
lesson its importance, that on the Council, and amongst the 

* So far aa we know the vote of the different religious bodies in England has never 
been taken on the question of disestablishment, and we are not aware that any legally 
constituted body, such as the Wesleyan Conference, having power to commit those whom 
it represents by its votes, has ever declared for disestablishment. Self-constituted 
assemblies liaving no legal representative power no doubt have votod for disestablishment, 
but their vote has committed none but themselves. 
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members and subscribers of the Society, are the names of very 
able, conscientious, and earnest men, both as ministers and 
members of religious bodies ; but we cannot lay too much stress 
upon the fact, that the Liberation Society judged from its 
annual report, 1878, has not amongst its members and sub- 
scribers more than a small minority of the ministers and 
members of religious bodies outside the Church of England. 

It may be imfair to assume that there are not many who 
agree thoroughly with this Society, both in its aims and mode 
of operation, who do not express their feelings on the matter 
either by becoming members or subscribers ; but would it not 
be quite as imfair to assume that there are, in the absence of 
some expressed proof of the fact? Unless we are to take for 
granted that a Nonconformist and a member of this Society are 
synonymous terms— which they certainly are not, and we think 
no one has yet been bold enough to affirm that they are.* 

With the Society's annual report before us, if we take the list 
of London members and subscribers, or that of the provinces, the 
names of some of the most eminent ministers and members are 
conspicuous by their absence. 

So that so far from the Liberation Society, up to the present 
time, representing any desire on the part of the great majority 
of members of Parliament or their constituents, for disestablish- 
ment and disendowment, it does not appear that it even represents 
more than the very smallest minority of the Non-conforming 
religious bodies in the country, in addition to a number of men 
of whom we do not wish to say a disrespectful word, but who 
candidly avow it to be their aim, not only to try to disestablish 
and disendow the Church, but also to get rid of the Christian 
religion altogether. 

L. 

What evidence can be adduced in proof of the 
foregoing statements? 

The evidence which we adduce is this — we have gone 
through the Society's report very carefully, and we here 

* How far this is from being the case, see National Church, page 41. 
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append a brief analysis of the result. We have taken London, 
with its suburbs, as it stands first on the Society's list, selecting 
the sample counties as they foUow in alphabetical order. And 
we think that — ^in proportion to the population — ^the small number 
of subscribers, the few ministers subscribing, and the insignifi- 
cance amounts subscribed, entitle us to come to the conclusion 
that the feeling in favour of the disestablishment and disendow- 
ment of the English Church, is far from being so deep, so earnest 
and so general amongst Nonconformists, as many of the state- 
ments made on behalf of the Liberation Society would lead us to 
believe. At least we think that we are justi&ed in concluding, 
that while the executive of the Society is very earnest and 
determined and persistent in its efitorts to bring about the dis- 
establishment and disendowment of the National Church, judged 
by the number of subscribers to its fimds, the overwhelming 
majority of Nonconformists in England give no proof of their 
sympathy with the objects of the Society, or that they are even 
interested in its proceedings. 



Place. 


PopulatioiL 


Members 

or 

Subscribers. 


Ministers. 


Total Amount 
Subscribed. 

£ s. d. 


London 


3,254,260 
146,267 
196,476 
176,879 
186,363 
126,364 


621 
122 
104 
• 103 
192 
102 


60 
10 

6 

10 
10 

9 


♦1,621 13 6 


Bedf ordflhire 

Berkshire 

Buckinghamslure . . 
GambridgeRhire. . . . 
HertfordHhire .... 


50 1 6 
136 1 6 

26 1 6 
60 17 

51 6 


Total 


4,084,698 


1,244 


106 


1,844 16 6 



So that out of five counties, in addition to London, containing altogether 
a population of over 4.084,598, there are only 1,244 subscribers, not more 
than 106 of whom are ministers, subscribing a total of £1,844 15s. 6d. 
These facts in corroboration of our statements speak for themselves. 



* Of this sum there are four subscriptions of a hundred pounds each, and five of fifty 
pounds each. 
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We have taken the chief towns in Kent as average samples 
of what support the Society may receive in the chief towns of 
other coimties and the following is the result: — 



Towns. 


PopalatiaiL 


Chapels. 


Members 

or 

Subscribers. 


Ministers. 


Total Amount 
Subscribed. 

£ s. d. 


Ashf ord 

Canterbury 

Chatham, Koches- 
ter, and Strood 
IX)ver 


8,458 
20,962 

64,180 
28,506 
12,698 
21,265 
26,237 
13,903 
14,640 
9,863 
19,410 


13 
12 

23 
11 
9 
13 
17 
12 
13 
13 
17 


8 
12 

22 
17 
13 
29 
18 
14 

1 
22 

9 


2 


1 

1 

2 
2 

1 
2 


2 10 
6 9 6 

12 12 6 

5 14 6 


Folkestone 

Gravesend 

Maidstone 

Margate 

Bamsgate 

Tunbridge 

Tunbridge Wells 


4 6 9 
8 4 

5 18 6 
3 17 6 
1 
5 8 6 
8 10 6 


Total 


240,122 


153» 


165 


11 


59 12 3 



So that we have here the extraordinary fact, that in the chief 
towns of Kent, including a population of 240,122, and having in 
all 153 Chapels, there are only 165 subscribers to the Liberation 
Society, and of these only 1 1 are ministers, and the total amount 
subscribed is but £59 12s. 2d. Very little over one subscriber 
to each Chapel ! If this be a fair average sample of what is done 
for the Society in the chief towns of other coimties, on what 
groimds can it be said to be the authorized exponent of the 
views of the Nonconformist bodies of England on the questions 
of disestablishment and disendowment ? 

LI. 

Whence then does the Liberation Society derive 
its present large income of over £16,000 per 
annum P 

The writer of an article in the Qmrterh/ Mevtew, for January, 
1879, on "Aggressive Nonconformity," (page 62,) explains all 
this; he says, "The Liberationist party had no sooner experienced 

* The number of Chapels is taken from a book entitled " Provision for Public Wor»hip 
in tM County ofKeni," 
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their Grusliiiig elecftoral defeat in 1S74, iiian they held counsel 
how they might best retrieve their lost position. It was 
determined to raise a special fond of £100^000, to be ex- 
pended during the next five years in the furtherance of their 
object, and more than £53,000 were forthwith promised. So 
large an amount would at first sight indicate a widespread and 
earnest determination on the part of aggressive Nonconformists 
to dislodge the Church from her position without further delay. 
We do not for one moment question the large nimibers or ihe 
energy of our opponents. "We do not under-estimate the 
mischief which an annual distribution of two millions and a half 
of Liberationist publications may occasion. But a close scrutiny 
of the subscription list and balance sheets of the Liberation 
Society reveals some facts of no little significance. Of the 
special fund, which is being rapidly spent, and which forms 
two-thirds of the Society's annual inoome, about £20,000^ or 
nearly one half, was raised in the town of Bradford and its 
immediate neighbourhood, three firms alone contributing to it 
£15,000; Manchester sent £6,200; London sent £6,400, 
Birmingham, £545, Leeds £240. From this it is evident that 
the main-spring of the whole movement arose from a handful of 
Bradford manufacturers and woolcombers. Nor is there want- 
ing an equally significant indication that the agitation thus 
elaborately organised has little spontaneous life. There has 
been a genuine sale of the Liberation Society's publications f<^ 
the four years ending May, 1878, to the amount of £284 14b. Id., 
and this magnificent result has been ajttained by the expenditure 
of more than £60,000 " ! 

LH. 

• 

Is it not alleged as one reason for Disestablish- 
ment and Dlsendowment, tliat tbe Ohnrch. 
has failed in her mission to Evangelize the 
people of England, and to provide sufficient 
public worship accommodation for themP 

This charge that the Church has failed in her mission, does 
not come with good grace &Qm those who have thought it to be 
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their duty to thwart her work, coimteract her influence, and 
openly oppose her extension in hamlet, town, and city, through- 
out the kingdom. But has the Church failed in her mission ? 
What is her missi6n? It is, if we mistake not, according to 
the best of her ability, with the endowments and voluntary 
resources placed at her disposal, to evangelize, teach, and minister 
to the people of the land.* 

Well, it may be that in the past she has not done all that she 
might have done. It is true she has not been always earnest, 
zealoujs, self-sacrificing, and devoted in doing the Lord's work. 
But what Church has not in this respect failed ? What religious 
body outside the Church in this respect has not failed ? Who 
amongst us individually, or in our corporate capacity as members 
of the Church or Nonconforming bodies, can always say that we 
have done what we could ? 

In enquiring whether the Church of England has or has not 
failed in her mission, it is well to know what is meant by those 
who allege the affirmative. If they mean that the Church, by 
her ministrations and services, has not converted to Christianity 
the whole of the population of the country, and has not been 
successful in completely educating its population in the prin- 
ciples of morality and religion, we reply that she never pre- 
tended to gurantee such achievements as these : to ensure success 
in these respects is not possible, through the instrumentality of 
the Church or that of any religious body. The providing, according 
to her ability, for the religious education of the people, amidst 
the ever increasing population of the country, and the sudden 
springing up of new hamlets, towns, and cities, in districts 
where there has been neither clergyman, Church, nor school, nor 
any provision for them by way of endowments, nor from any 
source but from the voluntary liberality of her members ; and 

* It would be as unreasonable to expect the ancient endowments of the Church, which 
may have been fully adequate to her wants 300 years ago, in the face of the present 
decrease in the value of money, and immense increase of the population, on every hand, 
to suffice for her present wants, as it would be to^expect that children of parents 
possessing only £1,000 a-year, should, at their parent's death, each from that £UO0O 
a-year, poflseas the same income that their parents had. 
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the providing the populations of such hamlets, towns, and cities 
with new churches, parsonages, clergy, &c., and promoting 
suitable endowments for them, has been a work to which for 
years past she has earnestly devoted herself, and in which she 
has been eminently successful, amidst difficulties ahnost insur- 
mountable, and which she has successfully accomplished in the 
face of misrepresentation and opposition on the part of those 
alienated from her ministrations, who have been opposed to her 
progress and hinderers of her extension. 

This we have proved by the statistics already given, and with 
these before us who can in the face of truth and justice say 
that the Church of England has failed in her mission. But if 
in any respect she has failed, may it not be a subject for 
serious consideration whether those who allege her failure are^ 
not to a great extent responsible for it, by misrepresenting her 
to the people, prejudicing their minds against her ministrations 
and services, and thus counteracting her good work amongst 
the masses of the people. 

Lin. 

If the State Disestablished and Disendowed the 
Ohurch, reserving to every Bishop and Olergy- 
man his life interest in his income, would the 
rights and privileges of any persons be vio- 
lated? 

It is a prevalent error to suppose that the clergy only have a 
vested interest in the endowments of the Church, and that if 
their life interests were respected, no injury or injustice would 
be done to anybody by disendowment. 

It is true that only the clergy have a pecuniary vested interest 
in the property of the Church, but it must be borne in mind that 
the whole laity of the Church have quite as important vested 
interests in her property, although of another kind. 

The laity have a permanent vested interest in the services of 
the dergy, for which provision is made by the property or endow- 
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mentff of the Chtirdi ; and if you take away the endowments^ you 
take away that provision which has been made for the services 
of the clergy, on behalf of the laity, and you deprive the laity of 
very real and important vested interests, created and possessed by 
their forefathers, which have for many hundreds of years been 
handed down from generation to generation.* 

There is not a subject in the realm, yoimg or old, rich or poor, 
prmce or peasant, learned or xmleamed, but has a vested interest 
in the property and endowments of the Church of England ; and 
in the event of disendowment, how could compensation be 
rendered to such ? What compensation could be given ? From 
the babe in arms to the aged man tottering on the brink of the 
grave, all ages alike have a vested interest in the private and 
public ministrations and services of the Cfhurch and clergy, which 
are sectired to them by the property and endowments of the 
Church. To be deprived of such vested interests as these, 
against their will, by Act of Parliament or otherwise, would 
strike at the root of all security of tenure of any vested interest, 
whether pecimiary or otherwise, throughout the realm. 

UV. 
Is then the question of Disestablislunent and 
Disendowment of the Ohurch one that strikes 
at the root of the vested interests of the whole 
people of England, and therefore concerns 
them as much as it does the OlergyP 

There is no doubt of it. Indeed it not only concerns them 
as much as the clergy, but more ; for in case of disestablishment 
and disendowment the clergy would receive compensation for 
their vested interests, but the people who now have a legal right 
in the ministrations of the Church and clergy, and who would 
then be deprived of them, would receive no compensation 
whatsoever. In fact it would be as if in the disendowment 
of a large charity, intended on an extensive scale to benefit, in 
a great number of ways, the whole of the vast majority of a 

* See Axiivw Arnold'* Social PoUtict, Article I, The Biuineas of I>»MitaMi<Amait, page 21. 
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people, yoa were to compensate for their vested int^est the 
officers who administer the benefits of the charity, and leave the 
recipients of the charity, for whose benefit it was intended, 
without any compensation whatever. 

The question of disestablishment and disendowment theref ore^ 
rightly understood, ought to be one of very serious ccmcem to 
the people of England, whether they are or are not at the 
present time worshippers in her Commimion, seeing that in the 
case of disestablishment and disendowment they alone would be 
those whose vested interests would be for ever swept away, 
without any compensation being given to them, whatsoever. 

LV. 

But has not the Irish Ohurch been Disestablished 
and Disendowed, and what is the difference 
between her case and the case of the Ohurch 
of England P 

It is quite true that the* Irish Church has been dis- 
established, so far as the form of her ancient imion with the 
State is concerned; but strange and paradoxical as it may 
appear, she was re-established in another form by Act of 
Parliament, which Act is the basis and security of her new 
Charter as a corporate body, (perhaps we ought to say) so long 
as the State chooses to respect it. As to her disendowment it was 
only partial : every vested interest which the clergy and 
official laity had in her property had to be bought out. 

The holders of endowments, whether in land, charges on land, 
tithes, or of other kinds, had compensation given them for 
their vested life interests ; and every patron of a living had a 
fair market price, and perhaps more, given to hiTn for his loss of 
patronage ; so that when in years to come the Commissioners 
appointed to carry out the Act of disestablishment, &c., present 
their balance sheet to the nation, it is not at all unlikely that 
there may not be such a large sum to be disposed of as was 
originally supposed ; and it is difficult to say who, after all, will 
be particularly benefited by the transaction. 
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But apart from this, the case of the Irish Church was very 
different from the case of the Church of England. The Irish * 
Church was established, but she was not national; that is to 
say, so far from comprehending within her fold the great 
majority of the people of the country she did not embrace in 
her communion more than about one seventh or eighth of the 
population. But the Church of England is national, forasmuch 
as in the face of all the existing religious bodies outside her 
communion, she still comprehends within her fold the vast 
majority of all classes of the people in this kingdom. Whether 
we test this assertion by the number of registered members of 
various religious bodies who are separated from the Church, or 
the proportion of marriages in Churches and Chapels, or the 
proportion of burials in cemeteries where there are consecrated 
and imconsecrated burial grounds; or whether we take any 
other comparative test, there is overwhelming and indisputable 
proof that, in the face of all religious bodies, the Church of Eng- 
land still maintains her noble characteristic as the national 
Church of this country ; and being so, there exists no parallel 
between her case in relation to the people of England, and the 
case of the Irish Church in relation to the people of Ireland 
prior to her disestablishment.* 



LVI. 

If Parliament thought fit to deprive the Church 
of her Endowments and Tithes, would it be 
exceeding the power which it has already 
exercised in abolishing compulsory Church 
Bates P 

There is no analogy nor parallel between the two cases. If 
Parliament dealt with the property of the Church as it has dealt 
with Church rates, it would not only be vastly exceeding any 
power that it has yet exercised with reference to the property 

* See Quarterly Seview for January, 1870, page 49. 
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of the English Church since the Eeformation, but it would be 
exercising an entirely new power altogether. 

Between the title to Church rates, when they existed, and the 
title to endowments and tithes, there was all the difference in 
the world. Church rates were taxes or charges imposed by the 
parishioners upon themselves not for the incumbent of the 
parish, but exclusively for certain definite ecclesiastical pur- 
poses. Church rates could only be made at a meeting of the 
parishioners in vestiy assembled, and then only by exact com- 
pliance with a definite course of prescribed legal procedure, 
which if not duly observed invalidated the rate.* 

Whether a rate should be made, and if so what amount, were 
questions for the consideration of the^vestiy, and^these questions 
were finally decided by vote or poll as the case might be. But 
the essential point to be observed is, the rate had no existence 
until made by the vestry, and even then its enforcement depended 
upon its having been made in strict accordance with legal 
requirements. But it is altogether different in the case of the 
property of the Church, in the shape of endowments and tithes. 
They are things over which the parishioners in vestry assembled 
have no power or control. Vestries did not create them — 
vestries do not collect them, and vestries have never had voice 
nor vote as to their appropriation. The endowments and tithes 
oi the Church existed, were payable, and were paid long before 
vestries sprang into existence, and before any Church rate was 
made, so that you will easily see that there is no analogy what- 
soever between them and Church rates ; and therefore no 
ground for the assertion that if Parliament ever deprived the 
Church of her properly it would only be exercising the same 
power as it exercised when it declared that the payment of 
Church rates should be no longer compulsory. 

* See Pxideaux's Churchwarden's Ouide^ page 06, Ac. 
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Lvn. 

Have not members of religious bodies outside 
the Ohxirch an equal right with Ohurchmen 
to the property of the Ohurch P 

Certainly ; they have an equal right with the Churchmen to 
the property of the Church, but that right is no right at all in 
BbpecurUury sense. Churchmen have not, except they be in Holy 
Orders and appointed to a benefice, any pecuniary right whatso- 
ever in the properly of the Church ; and surely if they have no 
right to it Nonconformists have not. 

All parishioners, whether Churchmen or Nonconformists, have, 
by the law of the Church and of the realm, a right to the services, 
in matters of religion, of those who hold and receive the 
pecimiary benefits of the property ; but they have no right to 
the property itself. The property is a trust, held in trust for a 
given object, to be carried out in a given way. 

The income of the property of the trust is at present regarded 
as sacred to the use of the incumbents, and is beyond the reach, 
control, or interference of the parishioners. But all parishioners, 
whether Churchmen or Nonconformists, may enjoy the benefits 
of the trust, by agreeing to its conditions and conforming to 
its requirements, namely by accepting the ministrations of the 
clergy in the manner provided by the conditions of the trusts, 
in accordance with the te.aching and services of the Ohurch [of 
England. Clearly, when any parishioner rejects these, and 
protests against the trusts and its conditions, he cuts himself off 
from all their benefits, and ceases to be interested in the property 
in the sense explained, imless he can succeed in inducing the 
Church and the State to alter the terms of trust in harmony with 
his views. 

Lvni. 

If the Ohurch were Disestablished aaid Dis- 
endowed, could she be reorganized and re- 
endowed without the authority of an Act of 
Parliament ? 

Possibly, but considering what complicated interests would 
have to be dealt with, it is not probable that it would be 



OK BEHALF Of ^ IfAVlfmAL CHT7BGH. 59 

s<y. The same Act hy wliicli she might be diseBtablisiied a&d 
disendowed, "would probably bave to recognize ber e:dstence, 
constitution, and government in some other form,* and would have 
to secure her in the possession of the endowments left her, and 
also any new endowments that might be given to her ; or if not, 
some Act of Parliament would probably have to be passed for 
that purpose. 

Still further, when disestablished and disendowed, the State 
would, in cases of appeal, have to take cognisance, by its Par- 
liament and through its law courts, of the new state of things 
created ; of the new relations of the clergy toward each other ; of 
their relations to the new corporate Church body ; of their rela- 
tions to their people to whom they would be appointed to 
minister ; of the conditions on which the new corporate Church 
body should hold its endowments ; of the terms on which the 
clergy should hold their office ; of the duties to be performed, 
doctrines to be preached, services to be held, and ceremonies to 
be observed ; and if any violations of the conditions or compact 
w^re alleged by parties interested, it would still rest with the 
State ultimately to deal with the points at issue, either by legis- 
lation or through its law courts. 

UX. 

Are the various religious bodies in this country 
in a sense established by the State and sub- 
ject to its supervision? 

Yes, and to an extent which but few people have any con- 
ception of, because this point is completely overlooked in the 
controversy which is carried on in the present day against the 
Church of England as an established church. 

All Nonconformist bodies are in fact recognised by the law of 
the State, and by it they are protected in the enjoyment of their 
rights and property, and are supervised in the use they make of 
them. 

Under the provisions and by the authority of Acts of Parlia- 

* See Ubid Irish Church DiaestaUiakment Act. 
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ment, Nonconf oimist chapels may be certified for public worshp, 
registered for marriages, are required to be open at all times and 
under all circumstances to the public, during the holding of any 
reHgious meeting or service. 

Under the provisions and by the authority of Acts of Parlia- 
ment, Nonconformists are protected from interruption or 
disturbance in their public worship. 

Under the provisions of certain Acts of Parliament, Noncon- 
formist ministers have many privileges granted to them, and are 
exempted from many duties of an ordinary citizen. By virtue 
of Acts of Parliament, they may perform the marriage service, 
and officiate at funerals in cemeteries, at the request of all 
who seek their services; but in the case of a marriage, the 
superintendent registrar, as the representative of the State, must 
be present, without whose presence the marriage would be 
null and void. 

After this, who wiU say that religious bodies outside the 
Oommimion of the Ohurch of England have no connection with 
the State, or that they are not in a very real and practical sense 
State-established, State-supervised, State-protected, and State- 
controlled ? 

LX. 

But have not religious bodies outside the Ohurch 
of England, by virtue of their non-union with 
the State, power at their pleasure to alter 
their Trust Deeds, so as to vary or altogether 
discard the doctrines, discipline and religious 
observances therein set forth, without the 
aid or interference of the State either through 
its Parliament or Law Courts P 

In these respects religious bodies outside the Church of 
England are, equally with her, subject to State control; and they 
have no more liberty to alter their Trust Deeds, nor — ^while con- 
tinuing in the enjoyment of the buildings or endowments secured 
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by them — ^to depart from the doctrine, discipline, and religious 
observances therein set forth, than is possessed by the Cfhurch of 
England to alter, 6r depart from, the formularies set forth in the 
Book of Common Prayer. 

Whether the terms and conditions of a Trust Deed be declared 
by a religious body for itself, or by the State on its behalf, is of 
little moment, so far as concerns the subsequent subjection to 
the State of such religious body in legal questions arising out 
of such Deed. 

Once the trusts are declared, it matters not by whom, nor to 
whatsoever temporal or spiritual subjects ;they may relate, the 
State steps in and says : ''Now, henceforth, this legal instnmient, 
with the property protected, and the society incorporated, by it, 
with all rules and regulations therein set forth or questions 
arising out of it, are and shall — ^in cases of appeal, so far as 
concern its enforcement, proposed alterations, authoritative in- 
terpretation, and absolute and final adjudication on all matters 
in dispute — ^be subject to my control." 

With reference to this subject, no one could speak in plainer 
terms than one of the most able and eminent of Nonconformist 
ministers.* 

In an important and interesting paper on "The true principles 
of Trust Deeds,'* — with reference to which he advocates greater 
freedom and simplicity — the careful perusal of which we cordi- 
ally commend to all who are interested in this matter — ^read 
before the Autumnal Assembly of the Congregational Union of 
England and Wales, 1871, and published in the Congregational 
Tear Book for 1872, page 95, he says : — '* Our only difficulties 
practically arise from our Chapel property. . . Bricks and 
mortar we must have and own, and then our troubles begin. 
They cost money, and men who give money like to follow it and 
assure themselves that it does its work. Donors to pious objects 
naturally ask some reasonable assurance that their gift, which 
may represent much hard work and even painful sacrifice, shall 
not be employed after a time in the service of the world, or the 

*.Bey. J. Baldwin Brown, B.A. 
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devil, or for the preaching of doctrines which they hoid to be 
pemicions to mankind." 

'* Let us say that it is reasonable that a donor should seek 
some assurance that his gift shall continue to be applied to the 
purpose for which it was bestowed. There are two ways in 
which he may set to work. He may set forth in a legal deed the 
doctrines which he believes to be the truth, and then trust the 
law to see that those doctrines shall continue to be preached in 
the building which he has helped to rear ; taking it for granted 
that there will always be those who are interested enough in the 
doctrines, to set the law in motion if the Church should lapse into 
what they call heresy." 

Beferring to the great extent to which Trust Deeds are openly 
violated, if not utterly ignored, by ministers of religious bodies 
outside the Church of England, while they continue, be it remem- 
bered, to enjoy the property and privileges which are secured to 
them only on their contract loyally to observe the conditions 
and provisions of the trusts, this plain-spoken mitdster boldly 
dedares — ** At this moment many of the most eminent of our 
ministers are preaching under Trust Deeds containing statements 
of doctrine which nothing could induce them to utter from their 
pulpits." Further he says — " Were the original donors to rise 
from their graves, they would — unless indeed they have learned a 
larger theology, as we may be sure they have — ^be simply horrified 
to hear the doctrine which is systematically taught from their 
pulpits ; pulpits which they thought they had secured for the 
preaching of the narrower G-ospel which satisfied their hearts. 
As a matter of fact," he says, '' Trust Deeds are constantly 
ignored, and by our very ablest and most successful men, chair- 
men of tib.e Congregational Union." 

If it be asked, how can such a state of things be permitted to 
•exist, the answer is — ^the law does not set itself in motion, as 
against alleged infringements and violations of its provisional 
whether in the concerns of the Church, or in matters of reUgious 
.bodies outside her communion. 

Under the Public Worship Eegulation Act, three parishion^s 
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cdn institpnte prooeedings against an incumbent who is presumed 
to have violated the Trust Deeds of the Churdiof England, namely 
the provisions in the f ormidary documents of the Book of Common 
Prayer; hut any one member of a Nonconformist body can, 
if he wish, institute legal proceedings in the Oourt of Chancery, 
as against any parties concerned, on the alleged grounds of in- 
fringement or violation of a Trust Deed. If it be asked why 
such a step is not taken we are told in effect that such 
prevalent violations are in many cases in accordance with the 
views of the members of such bodies, and where otherwise, it is 
stated that **Nb one cotm to faos the obloquy of Iringing the trust 
deed into eourt* ' '* From these remarkable statements it will be easy 
to see, andis worthy of note, that if only one hundredth part of the 
jealousy which exists for the strict observance of the Trust Deeds 
of the Church of England, existed amongst religious bodies 
outside her communion, for the loyal observance of th^ Trust 
Deeds ; or if the same litigious spirit in ecclesiastical matters 
manifested itself in such bodies, as has unfortunately of late 
shown itself in some parties in the Churdi of England ; or if 
apposing organisations existed in such bodies for the purpose 
of enforcing Hieir violated Trust Deeds as against each other, and 
dragging each other into the law courts ; not only would the 
Court of Chancery be completely blocked up with cases of eccle- 
siastical ligitation, but strifes, divisions, party spirit, and 
general confusion would prevail throughout several religious 
bodies in the land. 

This much however is clear, that if religious bodies outside the 
Church of England be freer at this moment from cases of Ecclesi- 
astical litigation, it is — on the authority of the minister referred 
to — ^not because Trust Deeds are not very extensively violated 
and ignored, nor because those who violate them are not in this 
matter liable to State control, through Parliament or the law 

* If a member «f any religious body, difiEerlng from the preaching and teadiing of 
hiB minister, demanded, as he has a right to do, to inspect the Trust Deed of his Chapel, 
and found cause, aad 'was inolined, to take proeeedings against bim, it would soon be 
flMB4u>w far socb miniHter wasiree from State controL 
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courts, but simply because no one cares to face the obliquy of 
putting the law in motion. But as it would be unsafe to reckon 
on the continuance of this extraordinary state of things, it is not 
difficult to foresee that circumstances may arise in which mem- 
bers of these religious bodies, faithful to the Trust Deeds of their 
forefathers, — and anxious to see their provisions as to doctrine 
and discipline enforced on those who now enjoy the rights and 
privileges of property imder them, may appeal to the State, — 
through its Parliament or law courts, to remedy this state 
of things — a proceeding which would be productive of such an 
amoimt of State interference and control as would give a rude 
but effectual shock to those who imagine that non-imion with 
the State exempts any religious body from liability to State 
interference and supervision. 

In giving due consideration to the pleas and excuses put forth 
for the violation of Trust Deeds by those who enjoy the property 
and privileges secured by such Deeds, on the condition of 
strict adherence to them, the same speaker says : — '^ Still 
I think I use moderate language when I say that this state of 
things is most unsatisfactory, and is a strong argument in favour 
of the principle for which I am contending now. Were Ipreaeh- 
ing under a Trmt Deed containing doctrinal statements which I cotdd 
not find in the Word of God, then, instead of lifting up my voice to 
condemn Churchmen for the ease with which they ignore their explicit 
creeds and confessions, I should he dumlP 

It wiU be understood that we do not make these quotations 
for the purpose of casting any reflection upon those of whom 
these things are said, nor do we express any opinion in the 
matter as to whether, in the course they adopt, they are right 
or wrong, or are or are not justified by any circumstances in 
avowedly departing from Trusts, the property secured by which 
they still retain. These are questions which primarily concern the 
religious bodies themselves, and with which we do not conceive 
that Churchmen have any right to interfere, otherwise than to 
deal with the facts set forth by Mr Baldwin Brown, in his paper, 
and from them to point out that the State has as much control 
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over the Trust Deeds of Nonconformists as it has over the Trust 
Deeds of the Church of England ; and that if there be not at 
present, on the part of the State, very active interference with 
the religious concerns of Nonconfomiists, it is not, by all 
accounts, because there are not abundant causes for its inter- 
ference, but because for the present no aggrieved party appeab 
to it for its protection, nor evokes its aid. Further, we have 
quoted these facts stated by Mr Baldwin Brown, to point out 
that, while all eyes are turned to the alleged defects in, and 
arising out of, the union between Church and State, and when 
there are demands on the part of some for the disestablish- 
ment of the Church, and the confiscation of her property, 
on the alleged grounds of her being unfaithful to her Trust, 
and having violated her Trust Deeds, there is a state of 
things now existing in some religious bodies, which for viola- 
tion of Trust Deeds, and alienation of property from its original 
objects,* has no parallel, and could by no possibility be per- 
mitted to exist unchallenged in the Church of England as the 
Established Church of the country. 

As to the Rev. Baldwin Brown's experience of Trust Deeds, his 
personal narrative will be read with interest. " Perhaps," says 
he, ''I may record my personal experience as bearing on the 
question. I have for a quarter of a century been preaching at 
Clayland's Chapel, under a Deed which I suggested, which simply 
put the building in trust for the preaching of ' the Gospel of Jestts 
Christ, the Son of God,^ by such ministers as the Church, in the 
mode duly set forth, might from time to time appoint. It was 
hard work to get the Deed accepted. The Chapel had been pur- 
chased by the then London Congregational Chapel Building 

* When you look over our denomination you find that many of our best and ablest 
ministers quietly ignore and repudiate the doctrines of their Trust Deeds. If we were to 
appoint a commission for the enforcement of our Trust Deeds, we should empty nearly 
all the best-filled pulpits in the denomination.— West Biding Congregatwnal Beviiw, 
1870, page 16. 

It is alleged that most of the chapels built and endowed by the old orthodox 
Presbyterians of England have passed into the hands of Unitarians without any altera- 
tions in the Trust Deeds, and that in most cases they now hold them in violation of these 
documents ; and where otherwise, their Title to them is the Dissenters' Chapel Act of 1844. 
—See page 4. Report of Mr Cubitt's Speech in the House of Commons, July 2, 1872. 
E 
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Society. It was their property, and they sent through my old 

friend, the Rev. the draft of the Deed, containing I 

think all the doctrines, not only which Calvin propounded, but of 
which he had ever dreamed. It was a fearful and wonderiful 
Trust Deed. I refused to preach under it. The conmiittee said 
that I must ; that they were simply trustees, and had no choice 
in. the matter. It was their business to see that the property 
was held for the preaching of those doctrines, and they must 
do their duty. I answered that I too must do mine, and that 
as they had brought me to preach there I would simply go to 
Derby again, and so solve the difficulty. Finding that I was firm 
to this, they at length gave way, and the difficulty was solved." 

LXI. 

WoTild the Rev. Baldwin Brown's simple form 
of Trust Deed prevent the possibility of mis- 
understandings, be a guarantee against litiga- 
tion, or remove the Chapel and property held 
in Trust beyond the reach of State control P 

No; brief and simple as Mr Baldwin Brown's new form of 
Trust Deed appears to be, we venture to affirm that it does not 
in any degree tend to lessen the power of the State, through 
its Parliament or courts of law, to deal with it as a legal 
instrument, if occasion to do so should arise ; nor does it lessen 
the possibility in the future of an appeal to the State Courts ; 
for it must be admitted that very great differences of opinion 
prevail as to what the Gospel of Christ really is, and as many 
differences of opinion may arise as to whether the minister for 
the time being, is or is not preaching it. Who does not see the 
possibility of a successor to Mr Baldwin Brown claiming freedom, 
of thought and utterance to preach what might appear to him 
to be the Gospel of Christ, but what might not be regarded as 
such by the members of the religious body concerned ? Then, by 
what authority is the matter to be settled ? Our reply is, only by 
the Court of Chancery, if appealed to by the aggrieved party. So 
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that in such a case there would be the minister and aggrieved 
members of a religious body claiming to be free from State 
interference or control, standing before the State tribunal of the 
Court of Chancery, before which they would have to pleieui in 
the most sacred and spiritual of all questions. 

After hearing the cases the Judge in the Court of Chancery 
would have to enquire into, and give judgment upon the fol- 
lowing questions : — 

1. What constitutes the Gospel of Christ ? 

2. Has the minister in this case been preaching that Gospel 
or merely speculations of his own ? 

3. What is the weight of the evidence for and against tlie 
point in dispute ? 

Could questions of a more solemn, intricate and perplexing 
cliaracter, involving such differences of opinion, be brought 
before any spiritual Court, much less one that is purely secular ; 
and yet this is the result of what, apparently, the simplest of 
all simple forms of Trust Deeds, is liable to. Truly there is no 
getting away from State control in matters of religion, unless 
by the abandonment of property of all kinds — bricks and 
mortar included. The upper hired room, with no appointed 
minister, no performance of acts recognized by the State, and 
no rules and regulations binding on the members of a given 
community, is the only refuge for those who seek entire freedom 
even in external religious matters from State interference and 
control.* 

Lxn. 

Have the doctrines of religious bodies outside 
the Church been subjects of legislation; have 
new meanings been assigned to Trust Deeds 
of such bodies, and have other Trust Deeds 
been altered by Act of Parliament P 

The following are some of the Acts of Parliament exempting 
Nonconformists from certain penalties and disabilities, and 
guaranteeing to them freedom of religious opinion, even while 

* See Cases in Appendix. 
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impugning and denying the doctrines received and enjoined by 
the Church and the State. 

The 1st of William and Mary, chap. 18, entitled " An Act for 
exempting their Majesties Protestant subjects from certain 
penalties of the Law." 19th of George m, chap. 44, entitled 
" An Act for the further relief of Protestant Dissenting Ministers 
and Schoolmasters." The 6th of George I, chap. 5, entitled 
" An Act to relieve those who impugn the doctrines of the 
Trinity, from certain penalties." 

The lengthened litigation as to what religious bodies were 
entitled to the benefits of Lady Hewley's Charity, led to the exclu- 
sion of the Unitarians as recipients. But it was alleged that on 
the same grounds they might as justly have been deprived of their 
Chapels and endowments, seeing that both originally were chiefly 
of Presbyterian origin, from the doctrines and discipline of which 
religious body they had so widely departed. Exposed therefore 
as they and other religious bodies were to litigation, on the 
grounds of alleged violation of their Trust Deeds, while they 
continued to hold the property secured by such documents, wide- 
spread apprehensions were entertained that the flood-gates of 
litigation might be opened, which might result in wholesale 
ejectment of ministers and people from the Chapels and property 
which they had so long enjoyed. Li view of this threatening 
possibility, recourse was had to Parliament for an Act of indem- 
nification, and that Act was passed in the year 1844. It is 
entitled "An Act for the regulation of suits relating to Meeting- 
houses and other property held for religious purposes by persons 
dissenting from the United Church of England and Ireland." 
Its chief provisions are, that in wills or deeds of any Chapel 
or property held by religious bodies outside the Church of Eng- 
land, in which the doctrines to be preached and the religious 
observances to be practised are not definitely and clearly set forth, 
then what such doctrines and observances are shall be gathered 
from, and held to be, those which were in usage for the last 
twenty-five years immediately preceeding the date of the Act ; * 

* So that in all such cases this Act overrides the Trust Deed, and by it the State gives 
the parties concerned a new title to their property. 
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but that in Trust Deeds in wMch the doctrines and religious ob- 
servances were definitely specified, the property secured by such 
documents should be strictly applied to the propagation of the 
objects for which it was originally intended. 

Again, by the 34th and 35th Victoria, chap. 40, an Act to 
alter and regulate the proceedings and powers of the Primitive 
Wesleyan Society of Ireland, it is provided as follows : ** And 
whereas it is expedient that the Society should have power to 
hold property in certain trusts, and to alter from time to time if 
necessary the design, discipline, laws, rules and regulations of 
the Society, and that the Society should be enabled to unite or 
co-operate with any Church or religious body or association in 
Ireland: And whereas the purposes aforesaid cannot he effected 
without the aid and authority of Parliament, be it enacted by 
the Queen's most excellent Majesty, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and Commons, in 
this present Parliament assembled, and by the authority of the 
same." 

Here follow schedules of doctrine and discipline in specific 
detail, setting forth all particulars relating to each subject, as 
minutely as matters are prescribed in the Book of Common 
Prayer. 

Again, by the 34th Victoria, chap. 24, an Act, which is 
entitled " An Act for regulating the management by the trustees 
of the Presbyterian Church in Ireland, of certain trust properly 
for the said Church and for other purposes," the same is claimed 
by Parliament and admitted by the Presbyterian body. Sup- 
pose then, instead of such religious bodies in England living in 
open violation of their Trust Deeds, as Mr Baldwin Brown has 
alleged they do, they all, like the "Wesleyan Primitive Methodists 
and the Presbyterians in Ireland, went to Parliament to try and 
get them altered, we should have at least one hundred times 
more legislation with reference to the spiritual concerns of 
religious bodies outside the Church than there has been 
legislation for the Established Church of England since the 
Eeformation. 
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Lxm. 

Oan any conclusive evidence be produced to 
show that, with reference to external matters, 
Parliament has specially legislated for, and 
in certain matters prescribes for, and controls 
religious bodies outside the Church of Eng- 
land? 

The most conclusive evidence that can be produced on this 
point is afforded by the Acts of Parliament themselves. By 
virtue of the Toleration Act, passed in 1689, religious bodies 
outside the Church of England were recognised by the State, 
and so far are legally established, arranged for, and protected in, 
their public worship ; so much so that Bouge and Bennett, the 
Nonconformist historians, call this Act their Magna Charta.* 

By virtue of Acts of Parliament, 6th and 7th William IV, and 
3rd and 4th of Victoria, chap. 92, Somerset Honse was established, 
and is maintained as a registration office for births, marriages, 
and deaths, chiefly for the acccommodation and convenience of 
religious bodies outside the Church. 

In this office all approved Nonconformist registers and records 
may be deposited, in the Non-Parochial Register office, and 
searches and extracts may be made on the payment of a 
fixed fee. 

By virtue of an Act of Parliament, 18th and 19th of Victoria, 
chap. 36, religious bodies outside the Church may, on com- 
pliance with certain requirements, have their places of worship 
certified as such at the Registrar-General's office, through the 
Suprindendent-Registrars of their district, and when so certified 
they are exempt from the interference of the Charity Com- 
missioners. 

By virtue of an Act of Parliament, the 18th and 19th of 
Victoria, chap. 81, Nonconformist chapels, under certain condi- 
tions, may be registered for marriages, and no marriages may 
take place in them unless they are so registered.! 

M' I 

* See Buckle's History qf Civilization, page 402. 
t See Ckmgregational Tear Book, 1879, page 435 ; in which Somerset House is called 
** Office of Dissenting Registers of Births, Baptisms and Burials/' see also Bc^ftitt 
Handbook, 1879, page 6. 
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By virtue of Acts of Parliament, 6tli and 9tli of William the lY, 
chap. 85 ; and 1st Victoria, chaps. 22 and 23; and 19th and 20th 
Victoria, chap. 119; ministers of religious bodies outside the 
Church of England are empowered to officiate at marriages in 
their registered Chapels, the Superintendent-Eegistrar of the 
district being present, without whose presence as the reprelen- 
tative of the State, no marriage in such Chapels would be valid. 

By virtue of an Act of Parliament, 52nd of George III, chap. 
155, religious bodies outside the Church of England, meeting in 
certified buildings, are protected from disturbance or interrup- 
tion in their public worship. 

By virtue of the same Act, no assembly for religious worship 
of any kind may be held, nor sermons preached, in Nonconformist 
Chapels, with closed doors so as to exclude the public therefrom, 
under a penalty not excceeding £20. 

By virtue of the same Act, ministers of religious bodies who 
are wholly given to the work of preaching and teaching, and 
who do not follow any other calling, and who officiate in certified 
buildings, are exempt from many civil duties which ordinary 
citizens have imposed upon them, and are, by virtue of their 
office, to a large extent, invested with the privileges which in 
this respect in former days belonged solely to the clergy and 
other exempted classes and professions. 

By virtue of an Act of Parliament, the 13th and 14th of 
Victoria, chap. 28, privileged provision is made for a cheap 
and simple method of transference of Nonconformist Chapel 
property to new trustees, without the trouble and expense of 
reconveyance. 

By virtue of an Act of Parliament, 32nd and 33rd of 
Victoria, chaps. 26 and 28, special rights and privileges are 
conferred upon Nonconformist bodies, as such, in the matter 
of rendering more simple and effectual remedy the titles by 
which congregations and societies for the purposes of religious 
worship hold property for such purposes, and also giving them 
privileged facilities for acquiring sites of land for religious 
purposes. 
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By virtue of Section 6 in the Endowed Schools Act, the pro- 
visions of that Act are not to apply to any fund held by a 
religious body outside the Church, which is applied solely to the 
education of ministers. 

It will be seen from the Acts of Parliament already quoted, 
that Nonconformist bodies are to a great extent, by many people 
little dreamt of, in nearly all external matters legislated for by 
Act of Parliament. By Acts of Parliament they are legally 
recognised, protected, privileged, supervised, and controlled. To 
Acts of Parliament they must always have recourse, as well as 
the Church of England, in making such changes in their deeds, 
constitution, or regulations, as bring them under the cognisance 
of the State. 

Lxrv. 

Apart from Acts of Parliament already quoted, 
regulating the external affairs of religious 
bodies and altering their Trust Deeds, can 
any proof be produced to show that all their 
internal affairs are subject to the interference, 
revision, control and final adjudication of the 
State Law Courts P 

So long as the members and ministers of religious bodies out- 
side the Church of England agree amongst themselves in the 
violation of their Trust Deeds, it is difficult to see how the law 
can be put in motion against them ; just as if the vicar and 
parishioners of any parish agree to violate their Trust Deeds, it 
is not easy to see how the law can be put in motion against 
them ; but the moment there is disagreement or difference of 
opinion as to the course pursued, the State Law Courts are open 
in either case to listen to the appeal of the aggrieved party or 
parties ; and those against whom the appeal is made must follow 
and put in their pleas in justification of their conduct, or allow 
judgment against them, if it should be so, to go by default. 

Out of some twenty three reported cases,* in the Court of 
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Chancery, as to the meaning of certain Nonconformist trust 
deeds, from 1840 till 1869, and as to whether they had been, in 
the cases alleged, violated, the following are a sample of the 
vitally religious points which were considered, £ind absolutely 
adjudicated on by the State Court : — 

1. Questions of doctrine: particular redemption; what it is. 
Whether it had been taught or contravened by the minister in 
question. 

2. Questions of discipline. 

3. Questions as to qualifications of minister. 

4. Questions as to the power of a given religious body to 
dismiss their minister. 

5. Questions as to strict communion ; what it is ? and whether 
its terms had been violated ? 

These purely religious questions, which directly or indirectly 
arose out of the cases quoted, were absolutely adjudicated on by 
the State Court. But in addition to these were questions of 
trusteeship ; removal of trustees ; right to endowments ; power 
to mortgage Chapel property, &c., all of which were finally 
decided by the State Court of Chancery. 

After all these instances cited of Acts of Parliament and legal 
cases, who, having calmly and seriously studied the question, 
will say that religious bodies outside the Church are free from 
State interference, or that their separation from the Church of 
England exempts them in principle or in practice from Parlia- 
mentary or legal control ? 

LXV. 
But is not the idea and theory of a Free Church 
in a Free State, free from State control, per- 
fectly carried out in Italy? 

We cannot do better than call on Mr. Henry Richards, M.P., 
as chairman of the Congregational Union, and the great advocate 
of this theory, to answer this question. He says — " The 

• See Phllpott's List of Reported Nonconformist Law Suits in Appendix to published 
speech of George Cubitt, Esq., M.P., in House of Commons, July 2, 1872. Church 
Defence Institution. 
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Italian Government, however, lias not in fact surrendered so 
completely as might appear at first sight its control over eccle- 
siastical action. While relinquishing all right of interference 
in the appointments to all the higher offices of the Church, and 
even absolving the Bishops from the oath of allegiance, it 
retains its power over the temporalities of the Church ; for the 
statute of guarantee, which expressly declares that the royal 
and every other form of governmental assent to Acts of ecclesi- 
astical authority are abolished, adds this significant provision, 
that all Acts of the same authority which have regard to eccle- 
siastical goods or temporalities remain subject to the royal 
exequatur or placet. In truth there was, on the part of the 
Italian Government, as I have already intimated, a novel and 
very ingenious attempt to meet the difficulty as to the relation 
of Church and State, which has puzzled and is puzzling so many 
European statesmen. While giving what appears unbounded 
liberty to the Church within the spiritual sphere, it imposes the 
strictest restraint upon it in the civil sphere. To use the words 
of Mr. A. T. Innes, * It leaves the Church free in the Church 
region, even when its proceedings are condemned and held 
invalid by the State ; but maintains also the freedom of the State 
in its region, to deny all civil effects and results to such eccle- 
siastical proceedings, as well as to enforce in that civil region aU 
its own laws, however these may be condemned by the Church 
or its head.' In regard to episcopal appointment, for instance, 
the law, if I imderstand it aright, says to the Pope, * Oh yes, 
you may nominate whom you like to the spiritual office ; we ask 
no right of assent, and exercise no veto ; but we hold power over 
the revenues of the see, and in order to enjoy these he must 
come to us, and obtain our approval, and if we don't like him 
we shall refuse him possession of those revenues.'"* 

And this after the abolition of the union between Church and 
State ! Truly there could not be a more striking illustration of 
the illusion that any so called free Church can really get away 
from State control. 

* The Congregational Tear Book for 1878, page 62. 
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LXVI. 
Then is it a fact that there is no getting away, 
even in case of disestablishment, absolutely 
from State interference, supervision, and con- 
trol in matters of religion P 

That is so. If the Church were disestablished and disendowed 
to morrow, she would stiQ be subject to State interference and 
control. 

For instance, the State would, if appealed to in case of 
difPerences of opinion, compel her to carry out her own trusts, 
enforce the observance of her own bye-laws, follow the order of 
her own prescribed services, and conform to her lawfully ap- 
pointed ritual ;* and if any matter of dispute arose, even on the 
most sacred points of doctrine, or the sacraments, or the 
mode or their administration, the State, would, through its law 
courts, still exercise supreme control in judging the question, 
and deciding on the matter in dispute. 

Moreover the State would not allow the Church to enforce any 
bye-law on its members for the purpose of discipline, or other- 
wise, by which, as subjects of the realm, they might receive any 
social, civil, or pecuniary damage ; and if such a thing were 
done, the State would, through its law courts, afford the proper 
remedy, to the aggrieved persons, and would see that they 
received compensation.! 

The fact is, as we have already shown, so long as any religious 

* It is impossible that any property should be either acquired or retained by a dis- 
established Church, or that its ministers should have any Churches to officiate in, without 
a jurisdiction in the State Courts to determine questions of doctrine, discipline, and 
ritual Nor could anything prevent Parliament from legislating at any time, if it thought 
fit, so as to authorise the State Courts to review on the whole merits, or disregard 
altc^ether, any sentence whatever of any voluntary Church judicature.— Z<)rd Selbome. 

t The fact is, strict discipline is almost impossible 4n the state of modem law and 
society. It would be interesting to know how many persons the religious societies out- 
qide the Church have, during the past year, had the courage, where necessary, to ** expel" 
from their Communion, and in how many of such cases the words " expel" or "expulsion" 
were used. A minister, even when acting in the name of the community he represents, 
can no more exi)el a member of such community without rendering himself liable to 
proceedingit at law, for libel or damage to character, than can a clergyman repel a man 
^m the Holy Communion without rendering himself liable to the Ecclesiastioal Court. 
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body holds no property, has no Trust Deeds, and has no prescribed 
doctrine, form of worship, rules, or regulations, binding its 
members together, it is to a great extent, in religious matters, 
independent of State interference and control ; but the moment 
a religious body holds property, has Trust Deeds, and has 
inserted in these Trust Deeds the conditions of the tenure of the 
property, the doctrines to be preached, the form of worship and 
the obligations to be observed by its officers and members ; that 
moment, that body, in the sense stated, has placed itself under 
State protection. State patronage, and State control ; and there is 
no possible getting away from it except in the way that has been 
indicated. 

Lxvn. 

Practically, after all, is not the Ohurcli of Eng- 
land by reason of her union with the State, 
in the matter of making changes and alter- 
ations, more under State control than any of 
the different religious bodies outside her 
communion P 

The Church of England may, by virtue of her union with the 
State, in the matter of making some changes in her services 
and arrangements, be under State control to a greater extent 
than that of any other religious Nonconforming body in the 
country. It would be strange indeed were it not so — because, 
being the ancient historical Church of the country, and the 
Church recognised by the State as the authorised representative 
of christianiiy in the land, her history is to a great extent the 
history of the State ; her relationship is intermixed and inter- 
twined with most of the institutions of the State, and therefore 
her facilities for modifying, altering, or reforming any things 
which in days past received the sanction of the State are 
naturally more involved, and less easily put in motion, than 
those possessed by Nonconformist religious bodies in affecting 
what changes they may wish to introduce.* 

'^ Too great liberty in making changes may lead to making them for their own sake. 
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But the difference in this respect between the Church and 
Nonconforming religious bodies, is after all a question of degree, 
and detail, and not of principle ; for the principle is this, that 
for the alteration of all or anything set forth in a legal instru- 
ment, whether in the Church or amongst Nonconformists, 
recourse must be had to the authority of the State ; and 
the question is, the extent to which matters are set forth in a 
legal instrument in the Church as compared with the extent 
to which they are set forth in the Trust Deeds of religious 
bodies, and whether in this matter the advantage of security 
and reasonable freedom are not on the side of the Church of 
England. At least she is secured against rash changes, as full 
discussion must precede, and just cause must be shown for the 
carrying out of, every proposed reform. 

Lxvni. 

Are the Clergy, as we frequently hear it stated, 
" mere Servants of the State P " 

What is it that constitutes a servant of the State? We 
must have a test. In the case of a servant of the State, the Sfcate 
appoints to the oflSlce, prescribes its duties, pays the stipend of 
its servant, holds him directly responsible to itself for the per- 
formance of his obligations, and retains him in its service or 
dismisses him from his position at its pleasure. 

Now in none of these respects are the clergy the servants of 
the State. The State does not appoint the clergy to their Bene- 
fices except when the patronage is in its hands ; and then, having 
appointed them, it has no more power over them than any other 
patron has over his nominee, which is none at all. The State 
does not — any more than in any public trust — ^prescribe to the 
clergy their duties ; it does not pay them their stipends ; it does 
not hold them directly responsible to it for the performance of 
their work ; and it cannot retain them in, or dismiss them from* 
their office at pleasure. So that if there be any sense in which 
the clergy may be said to be servants of the State, it is very 
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different from the sense that is so erroneously, but, it is to be 
feared, so prevalently understood. 

The clergy, like all men who fulfil the duties of a public 
trust, are recognised in their official position by the Sttftfi; and 
they, in their department, render important services to the 
State, by endeavouring to further the cause of peace, good 
order, the practice of morality, and the progress of true religion 
amongst the people to whom they minister. If the performance 
of such noble duties, and the furtherance of such good objects 
as these, for the temporal and spiritual welfare of the people 
committed to them, entitle them to be designated Servants of the 
State, then indeed they are so in the highest sense ; but it is in 
every good work in the gospel of Christ. And in this respect 
and in this sense, may we not without any discourtesy venture 
to assert, as we have already shown, that ministers of religious 
bodies who are recognised by the State, and who by various Acts 
of Parliament have privileges conferred upon them, such as are 
not conferred upon other subjects of the realm — ^with the 
exception of the clergy and certain other privileged classes — are 
so far Servants of the State, and are answerable to the State for 
carrying out the duties of their office, owing to the assumed per- 
formance of which they enjoy their special immunities and 
privileges. 

LXIX. 

If the Olmrcli were Disestablished and Disen- 
dowed, would not her Clergy have more liberty 
in religious matters P 

Let us enquire what is meant by more liberty in religious 
matters. Liberty to think what ? to speak what ? and to do what 
more than is now possessed ? The clergy do not want liberty to 
believe what they disbelieve, to say what they don't want to say, 
to do what they don't want to do. You cannot speak of giving 
liberty to a man without supposing that he is in bondage. No 
man is compelled to enter the ministry of the Church of England. 
No man having entered it, and becoming dissatisfied with his 
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positioiiy is forced to remain ia it. There is full liberty to all 
to leave it should they feel disposed so to do. However much 
some of the clergy may feel that things in several respects might 
be better arranged* than they are now, it is presumed that in 
retaining their position in the ministry they do so purely of their 
own accord, and that whatever defects they may see in the ex- 
ternal organization and administration of the affairs of the 
Church, they, on the whole, feel it "better to endure the iUs 
they have than to fly to others that they know not of." 

They do not expect perfection anywhere, and are not without 
hope of bringing about effectual reforms in things that have 
proved defective, or in sweeping away abuses that may have 
sprung up. Indeed, so f £ir from the clergy being in bondage, 
they are practically speaking the freest of men. They have 
perhaps of all ministers of any Church, or of any religious 
body, the greatest amoimt of freedom of opinion, speech, 
action. Their position is more secure and more independent 
than any other body of religious teachers. 

Indeed, it is often complained by those without, as well as those 
within the Church, that the Clergy have too much liberty, and 
that they are too little answerable either to their Bishops or 
pcurishioners for what they do. However, on this point we express 
no opinion, our point is, we do not hear many of the Clergy 
crying out that they are in bondage and praying for liberty. If 
they are in fetters they do not seem to be conscious of it, but 
walk about in their alleged chains with remarkable ease. 
Indeed, they often look surprised if not amazed at the offer 
made to them of liberation; and not unnaturally ask ** What 
bondage are we in ?" and ** if in bondage what bars our way 
of escape from it?" Is not the way out of the Church as free 
as the way in, and much freer ? 

So far from the separation of the Church from the State bringing 
about more personal ecclesiastical liberty to the clergy, it would 
undoubtedly place them under far greater restrictions than those 

* In what religious body is there not a desire on the part of some of its ministers or 
members for some change with reference to certain subjects and arrangements ? 
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to which they are now subject, and would abridge their 
liberty to a far greater extent than is supposed. All this has 
been experienced in the Irish Church, not only by the clergy, 
but by the laity, in which majorities now carry the day, and the 
opinions and wishes of large minorities are utterly ignored. 

In sO'Called Free Churches, it is too often the case that 
the dominant party rules with recklessness, and shows no 
consideration for the views of the minority ; besides the tendency 
is to become increasingly too restrictive, and too minutely 
prescriptive and exacting in relation to aU ecclesiastical matters, 
until individual character and opinion are reduced within the 
limits of rigid rules, and the individual loses his robust, dis- 
tinctive, and characteristic identity, in the reduced-to-rule, 
toned-down and wearisome sameness, of the narrowness and one- 
sidedness of an exaggerated ecclesiastical idea. 

No, there is no ecclesiastical liberty like that enjoyed by the 
Clergy of the Church of England. The union of the Church 
with the State- ensures the existence of an equilibrium of public 
opinion and influence, as well as a standard of general fairness 
and sense of justice, which guarantees to aU schools of thought 
within the Church a reasonable and lawful liberty of opinion, 
of expression and of action, which they would hopelessly seek 
for, in connection with their present privileges, in any religious 
body outside the Church. 

All this, apart from their present legally secured position of 
independence as to freehold of benefice, irresponsibility except 
to lawfully constituted authorities, and liberty of discretion in all 
matters which do not imply a violation of the law. 

LXX. 

But would not the Disestablish m ent and Disen- 
dowment of the Church confer greater freedom 
on the Laity of the Church P 

That would be impossible. Their liberty in religious matters 
is far greater than it would be were they members of any 
voluntary religious society. 
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Every baptized parishioner can command the spiritual and 
ecclesiastical services of his Clergyman, as set forth in the Book 
of Common Prayer. He can do this quite irrespective of his 
discharging his own duties as a member of the Church. The 
Clergyman must marry him, baptize his children, visit his sick, 
and bury his dead, as he may be required, according to the rules 
of the Church, and aU this, although the layman may never 
enter his parish Church, much less acknowlege his responsibilities, 
or discharge any of his duties toward her. 

Indeed there are scarcely any limits to the liberties of a 
layman in the Church of England. In his religious opinions, 
he has the greatest latitude ; in his public worship of G-od, he 
has no end of liberty, he may go to what Church he likes, to a 
Nonconformist Chapel, if he prefers it, or to no Church at all if 
he thinks well ; and all this without forfeiting his right to the 
spiritual and ecclesiastical services of the Clergyman of his 
parish ! We may well ask in what Church, in what religious 
community does a layman possess such freedom as in the Church 
of England, as she now is ; and where could he go to enjoy 
greater liberty in religious matters ? No religious body in exist- 
ence would allow its members anything like the liberty and 
privileges possessed by members of the Church of England with 
so little recognition of obligation, and such a TnimimuTn of 
exacted discharge of duly in return. 

LXXI. 

Is it not said that the Disestablishment and 
Disendowment of the Church would bring 
about a state of religious equality; that it 
would put the Church and the Nonconformists 
on one common footing, and for that reason, 
if for no other reason, it is greatly to be 
desired P 

No negative or affirmative Act of Parliament can compel 
people to hold each and every religious opinion in equal esteem. 
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any more tihan it can compel people to hold all political 
opinions in equal esteem. All people must necessarily share 
the honour or odium, if such there be, attaching to the opinions 
ihat they hold, whether in reference to religious, political, or any 
other subject. No Acts of Parliament can alter the law of 
public opinion. Institutions which are ancient, traditional, 
historical, and influential, and which are doing a good work, will 
always, as a rule, except in times of revolution, command more 
respect, esteem, and reverence from the people, than institutions, 
however good and efficient they may be, which are compara- 
tively of yesterday ; and this is so especially with regard to reli- 
gious institutions, and is still more especially so with reference to 
the Mother Church of England, compared with the numerous 
Toluntary religious bodies, which through various circumstances 
have differed from her and separated themselves from her. No 
Act of Parliament disestablishing and disendowing the Ohurch 
could alter this. You could no more, in this respect, bring about 
by Act of Parliament religious equality, than by the same 
means you could bring about commercial, political, and social 
equality. 

It is true there might be an Act of Parliament passed, taking 
away from the Church, so far as the State is concerned, aU 
precedence, prerogative, and privilege which it possesses over 
and above any religious body in the country. But, even were 
this so, it is doubtful whether it would not remain a dead letter, 
for you could not take away from the Church her history, her 
traditions, her prestige, her influence, and her power. The 
richest and poorest would still in their private capacity give her 
honour and precedence above all other religious bodies. What 
men do privately they would soon do publicly, and if religion 
were in any way to be recognised on public State occasions, the 
Church of England, even though disestablished, as the" ancient 
Church of the country, would probably still be the natural 
medium through which it would be so recognized. 
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Lxxn. 

Is not the present state of defective discipliiid iH 
the Church and the existence of the lawless 
spirit of individualism exhibited by some of 
her ministers and members, to be ascribed 
to the union between the Church and the 
State, and would not the true remedy tot 
these be Disestablishment? 

However much we may complain of the lack of godly disciplmti 
in the Church of England as an established and endowed Church, 
in looking round upon other communions, we hear them com- 
plain of the same evils ; showing that non-union with the State 
is no guarantee against them, and no efPectual remedy for them. 

The Eev. Hugh Stowell Brown says * — ** We all know that 
Church authority is at low water-mark. For these last forty 
years in the wilderness the forms and meaning of ordination 
services, and Church appointments, have been dying out. In- 
dividualism, independence, and liberty are the idols of the day." 

In speaking on the same subject, the Eev. Joshua Harrison, 
as chairman of the Congregational Union, at its Autumnal 
Assembly in 1870, saysf — ** Absolute freedom to think and do 
as each man pleases is beginning to be the law of society, and 
any oversight, any restriction, by either pastor or Church, is 
considered a piece of intolerable assumption, an impertinent 
interference with the liberty of the individual. "We believe that 
this spirit of the age is not the spirit of Christ, and we are Bute 
of this, that if our Churches cease to witness for spiritual life 
as the basis of fellowship, for separation between the Church 
and the world, and for purity of communion, there is no reason 
why, as distinct communities, they should continue to exist at 
all. We, therefore, hold with all our heart to the fundamental 
peculiarity of our Churches, and we are persuaded that herein 
we have the mind of Christ." 



• Baptist Handbook, 1879, page 48. 
t See CmgregiUion Tear Book, 1871, page 61. 
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TiXXTTT. 

Would not the Disestablishmeiit of the Church 
lead to a greater development of the volun- 
tary principle than is possible in an Estab- 
lished and Endowed Church P 

We have ah-eady shown that the present property of the 
Church of England is the outcome and result of the voluntary 
principle. For the Church recklessly to throw away or to 
stand heedlessly by while others take from her the free gifts of 
her members in days past, with the hope that her disendow- 
ment would prove a greater incentive to voluntary liberality 
toward her by her members in the present day, would be 
something like a man throwing away his present possessions 
with the illusory hope that some liberally disposed people 
might be prompted to commiserate his poveriy and enrich him 
in some other way. 

There is nothing in the Church of England as an Established 
and Endowed Church to hinder the outflow of Christian 
liberality. We are borne out by facts when we say that 
whether we judge the question from the voluntary liberality of 
the past, which has been the source of her present endowments, 
or the very great liberality of her members in the present, from 
which new endowments are springing up for the future, the 
Church of England is the most voluntary Church in the world. 
At least the liberality of Churchmen, while still members of an 
established and endowed Church, will in every department of 
Christian work bear a favourable comparison with that of all 
other religious bodies put together outside her Communion. 

In a paper, read by Mr J. Carvell WiUiams, chairman of the 
Parliamentary and Electoral Committee of the Liberation 
Society, at the meeting of the Congregational Union of Eng- 
land and Wales, 1872, he says — " Speaking at a recent 
religious anniversary, the High Sheriff of Cumberland said that 
a great many men in that couniy were getting money in hatf uls ; 
on which the Bishop of the diocese corrected him, by saying, ' In 
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barrowfuls.' And almost everywhere our upper and middle 
classes, at least, have in recent years been growing richer than 
any other class — how rich, we can only guess by what they 
spend on houses, carriages, and servants, and only known for a 
certainty when their wills are proved at Doctors' Commons. 
Many Nonconformists have shared in the general prosperity, 
but not very many have made the fact evident by their 
augmented gifts for the support of religious institutions." * 

LXXTY. 

If the Ohurcli were Disestablished and Disen- 
dowed would there not be a greater induce- 
ment to the educated Laity to engage, and 
take their fair share, in all Church work P 

As a rule we do not think the educated laity, in cases where 
their help and co-operation are properly sought by the clergy, 
show any want of interest in the work of the Church. There is 
abundant proof that this is so, but were it otherwise we do not 
think that disestablishment and disendowment would in this 
respect effect any improvement. 

"We know not indeed what state of things might exist in the 
Church under the altered circumstances of disestablishment and 
disendowment ; but we are not without evidence as to how far 
the accident of non-union with the State secures the help and 
co-operation, in religious work, of the educated classes in com- 
munities outside the Church of England. 

In a paper read by the Eev. John Bartlett, at the meeting of 
the Congregational Union of England and "Wales, 1870,f he 
says — ** If we look round upon our Churches, I think we shall 
find that, so far as practical sympathy or actual work is concerned, 
it is not the young of whom we have to complain so much as the 
men of riper age ; not the inexperienced so much as the men of 
mature judgment ; not those who must work if they would eat so 

* See Congregational Tear Booh for 1873, page 128. 
t See Oongregational Tear Book, 1871, page 44 and 45. 
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mucli as the well-to-do in the world; not those whose early 
advantages were few so much as the better educated. In other 
words, the power lying dormant is that which is socially and 
intellectually, and ought to be morally the highest. 

** Now, it is all veiy well to say that education, social position, 
experience, etc., are as nothing compared with the possession of 
real spiritual life. The question is not between spiritual life 
and education,, etc., but between spiritual life with all these 
advantages as instruments for its work, and spiritual life limited, 
enfeebled, and harassed, by the lack of these things. 

'* Analyse our list of workers. Our Sunday school teachers, are 
they not for the most part the young ? Our village preachers, 
tract distributors, and sick visitors, are they not men and women 
who know the full meaning of the la\v, ' Six days shalt thou 
work?' 

" We complain of our week-night services, but they are chiefly 
sustained by those who spend the day working with their hands. 
We mourn over poorly-attended and uninteresting prayer-meet- 
ings ; is it not largely the fault of the men whose non-attendance 
is sure to affect others as an example, and who could, if they 
would, lead the devotions of the Church with a propriety and 
variety that would be both attractive and profitable ? Oh, yes ! 
I know there are exceptions, and that which is the exception 
ought in this case to be the rule. 

#" Now, what is the explanation of the inactivity and practical 
indifference of the class to which I have referred — ^professional 
men, merchants, manufacturers, and well-to-do tradesmen f 
How is it that so few such are found serving Christ in the 
(3iurch ? Have they no ability ? Some of them so plead — ^men 
who can stand before assemblies, speak (and speak well) upon 
political and social questions, or as the advocates of benevolent 
objects. Have they no time ? So some of them say. Yet they 
can find time to be town-councillors, mayors, guardians of l^e 
poor, chairmen and managers of public institutions. How true 
it is, in reference to spiritual work, that men ' begin to make 
excuse! ' 



ON BEHALF OF HIS NATIONAL CHURCH. 87 

" There is a worse phase still. Some of these men have risen 
in the world, and in their earlier and less prosperous days were 
actually engaged in Christian work. Nay, more ; the very habit 
of attention and facility of thought and speech, by which they 
are now so helped in their worldly position, were acquired in the 
service of the Gospel ; but as they prospered, so they spread out 
in other directions, and withdrew from the service of the Lord 
who prospered them. They have become public men, and have 
no time for work distinctively Christian." 

LXXV. 

Would not Disestablishment and Disendowment 
lead to greater spirituality amongst the Mem- 
bers of the Church, and would it not prove 
to be the sure antidote to the prevalence of 
the worldly spirit in her Communion P 

"Worldliness or the worldly spirit is not necessarily engendered 
within the Communion of an Established and Endowed Church, 
nor is true spirituality of mind and character necessarily 
guaranteed within the fold of an unestablished aiyi unendowed 
religious community. Human nature is the source of the one, 
and the grace of God is the origin of the other, entirely apart 
from the external accidents of the Church to which we belong, 
and of which we are members, being in union with the State 
or otherwise, or being entirely dependent on voluntary contribu- 
tions, or partly so and partly on endowments. 

That worldliness and unspirituality are no necessary pecu- 
liarity of Established and Endowed Churches, and that a Free 
Church is no guarantee against their prevalence, we need only 
quote the weighty and serious words of the Eev. Dr. Aveling, 
in his inaugural address to the Congregational Union of Eng- 
land and "Wales, on the subject of ** "Within the fold." * 

He says — " It is becoming a growing peculiarity of these 
times to be content with one service a day — the morning. The 

-n -^-* - ■ iM ■ ■ — ^^^_„^^^^^ 

* See Oongfeffotioml Tear Book, 1877, pagrea 64» 65 mid' m: 
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rest of the Sabbath is spent — ^well, how ? Always in the perusal 
of books of a devotional character ? In visiting the sick ? Cate- 
chising or teaching the family? or, Hke the good shepherd, 
going after wanderers ? Alas ! a large portion of such presumed 
Christian homes would, I fear, reveal a rather unsatisfactory 
state of things if their walls could speak. Late dinners with 
some ; with others the reception of visitors ; with not a few a 
jadedness from the previous week's overwork ; a slight shower 
of rain, or an easterly wind — these are made excuses for absence 
from the evening services. Is this right ? One hour and a half 
out of the one hundred and sixty-eight of the week, is aU that 
these Christians can spare for public worship. Is this keeping 
holy the Sabbath day^ when only a fragment of the morning is 
all that is devoted to God's ordinances ? Is it a wonder that so 
little Scriptural knowledge is possessed, and that the piety of 
the Churches is of so feeble a character ? Do not the words of 
the old prophet seem to roll forth afresh from the depths of the 
oracle as if anticipating this very state of things, ' Cry aloud, 
spare not, lift up thy voice like a trumpet, and show my people 
their transgression, and the house of Jacob their sins.' . . . 
. . . Our week-night services are discreditable to the majority 
of our Churches ; how few are found at them, especially how few 
men! 

" I. Our prayer meetings are neglected by some because their 
taste is offended if they happen to hear iU-expressed petitions 
from those who take part in them. Now those objectors rarely, 
if ever, pray in public themselves. Is it quite fair for them to 
speak hastily of those who do their best, when they themselves 
do nothing at all ? And why is their judgment so hostile, and 
so strongly pronounced, when their opportimity for judging is 
scarcely once in a twelvemonth ? 

'' n. Chwreh meetings are conspicuous for their miserable at- 
tendance. In London few members know those who come or 
depart from their midst. Many seem to take no more interest in 
the increase of the Church at home, than they do in the progress 
of ilie gospel abroad. Such coldness and indifference are dis- 
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heartening to a pastor. How can it be expected tliat there 
should be anything like life among a people when the helps to 
the creation and maintenance of life are so coolly neglected ? 

'* There is, I fear, a great deal of looseness in the notion of 
some amongst us as to the nature and obligations of membership. 
It may be sometimes assumed with too little thought, but it is 
certainly laid aside with far less. Every Church of any size- 
especially in London — knows that the word withdrawn is written 
against the names of many on the roll of members to indicate 
the retirement of such person from fellowship, generally without 
one word of explanation or regret ; so that whether they be living 
or dead, in communion with other Churches, or again in the 
world, we know not." 

In deploring the worldly spirit which it is aUeged leads Non- 
conformists to prefer being married in the Church of England, 
the Eev. Dr. Aveling says * — ** It is not unnatural to expect that 
our hearers will, on these occasions, avail themselves of the 
opportunity of receiving a nuptial blessing from the lips of their 
own pastor. Who so likely as he to be interested in them ? No 
mere stranger could look on them with that afPection and 
sympathy which he feels for them, from frequent intercourse, so 
that I confess when I hear of our members leaving their own 
sanctuary, where they have worshipped from childhood, and 
which has been to them, at times, * the gate of heaven,' to go to 
a Church of another communion (it is always the Episcopalian 
that exercises its fascination over them) many of whose members 
and most of whose teachers repudiate our ministry, I hardly 
know which feeling predominates — regret at the inconsistency 
of our people, or indignation at the implied, though perhaps 
unintended, insult to their own minister. 

''As those who act thus cannot be so ignorant as to suppose 
that the marriage would be more legal in the Church they 
select, we are obliged to infer that they cannot resist the social 
pressure that is brought to bear upon them, by members of the 

* See CongregaHonal Tear Booh for 1877, page 112. 



90 THB englishman's behsf 

dominaiit sect, who look upon Nonconformists as oocnpying a. 
lower social position. Are they not encouraged to do so by 
these acts of conformity to fashion on the part of our own 
people? Are not clergymen abetted in their own arrogant 
assumptions by Dissenters going to them to be married; and 
led to think our people have some misgivings as to the capacity 
or efficiency of their own ministers? Though why it should 
exist in connection with the marriage rite, any more than with 
the preaching of the gospel, I know not." 

The Eev. Wardlaw Thompson, in a paper read before the 
Congregational Union, 1876, says* — "Hitherto the rich have 
been a comparatively small and distinct class, and fashionable 
society has not been much known, at Congregational Churches. 
Now, however, there are large numbers of our people who have 
become sharers, in a greater or less degree, in the national 
wealth, and who have thereby been brought into contact with a 
mode of life with which men in the same station would have 
been str«uigers in the past. They have in their new social- 
position come within the circle of that mysterious, undefined, 
but powerful organization known as ' society,' and are expected 
to conform to its law, commonly called ' fashion.' Society 
approves of pleasure, encourages expense, developes a senaitivB^ 
ness to public opinion in matters of dress, of furniture, of food, 
of entertainments, and has a wondrous power of exacting 
obedience to its claims. And as there are in this new age many 
almost indefinite gradations from wealth to poverty, this mighty 
social influence is felt over a very wide circle, each grade feeling 
the influence of that above it, and striving to imitate it in all 
things as closely as circumstances wiU permit. This change in 
the conditions of social life is inevitable. Some regret it, they 
regret the loss of that homely, unostentatious friendliness, and 
of those simpler habits of life, which they say were characteristie 
of their younger days; but their regrets are altogether una- 
vailing." 

*' See OmgregtUienal Tear Book, 1877, page tS4. 
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In a paper read before the Congregation Union, 1876, tlie 
Rev. D. Jones Hamer says* — *'I can see that worldly society is 
willing to permit a man to acknowledge his allegiance to God ; 
to join a Church as the declaration of that private and personal 
allegiance to God ; but at that it steps in and says * No further, 
you mustn't speak to your fellow member (so called) without 
a formal introduction. You must be decorous, repress all show 
of feeling, aU enthusiasm ;' and it threatens to stifle our Church 
life with a falsity which it calls ' respectability.' " 

LXXVI. 

Would not the Disestablishmeiit and Disendow- 
ment of the Church ensure the entrance into 
the Ministry of more disinterested and self- 
sacrificing men, who would consecrate their 
talents, their lives, and their possessions, to 
the service of God P 

All this is ensured in the present Established and Endowed 
Church. Never in the history of the Church were greater 
numbers of such men included amongst her ministers than 
there are at the present time. That not only the laiiy, but 
the clergy make large pecuniary sacriflces on behalf of the 
Church, and in furtherance of her work, we have only to quote 
the spontaneous and generous testimony of the Eev. Hugh 
Stowell Brown, of Liverpool, in his autumnal address, as Chair- 
man of the Baptist Union, ISTS.f He says — ** In this form of 
voluntaryism, the Church of England sets us Nonconformists an 
example which we should do well to follow. The official stipends. 
in multitude of parishes are totally unequal to the fair support 
of the ministry j but in many, very many cases, gentlemen of 
Ijoaming and of property are content and glad, for the Church' a 
oake, to live and labour in such places, and, as far as money is 
concerned, to do far more for their Churches than their Churches: 

* See Congr^atUm Tear Book, 1877, page 152. 
t Soo BapUHHandbooJe for 1SI9, -page 99. 
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do for them. Why should there not be among us a considerable 
number of such men so employed ? The voluntaryism in which 
the people give the minister according to their means and his 
need, is simply a matter of justice ; there is no more generosity in 
it than in paying a tradesman's bill. There is something reaUy 
noble in the voluntaryism of a minister who devotes to a Church, 
not only his services, but his private income. Eest assured, 
voluntaryism will have more and more to take this higher form. 
The Church needs, and will need, not only men like Peter, who 
had to say * Silver and gold have I none,' but also men like 
Barnabas, of the country of Cyprus — and so Cyprus has been 
g^od for something — who, having sold his land, laid the money 
at the Apostle's feet. Do you wonder that they called him * a son 
of consolation?' Would that his example were largely 
followed — not literally in the sale of the land, and the putting of 
the money, without any check, at the disposal of the Church, to 
be perhaps muddled away no one knows how — but in making 
such a use of private property as, combined with the work of 
the ministry, would make the heart of many a poor Church sing 
for joy." 

That a remarkable contrast to this state of things prevails 
amongst Nonconformist bodies, the Eev. E. E. Conder, M.A., 
testifies in a paper read before the Congregational Union, 1875. 
He says — " Among the Congregationalists of both sections, and 
also among Methodists, but a very small proportion of the sons 
of our wealthy families, or of our highly educated youths, sons 
of ministers excepted — are found consecrating themselves to the 
ministry of the gospel. Some are drawn away from us 
altogether by the attractions —to me, I confess, incomprehen- 
sible, but to them irresistible — of the State Church, though I 
am not aware that these often take orders. Others remain with 
us, and possibly become useful workers in our Sunday schools 
and other institutions, but devote their main energies to 
business." * 



* See Congregational Tear Book for 1876, pages 132-133. 
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Lxxvn. 

Would not Disestablishment and Disendowment 
be the best remedy for the present existing 
defects in our system of Church Patronage, 
and would not all abuses be swept away by 
allowing each Congregation to choose its own 
Minister P 

Whatever defects may exist in our present system of Patron- 
age, we are persuaded that their true remedy is not to be found 
in disestablishment and disendowment. 

By disestablishment and disendowment some present abuses 
would no doubt be swept away, but only to give place to defects 
and abuses of an equally if not more serious nature incidental 
to other systems of patronage. As laity and Clergy, we must 
do all we can to remedy defects and reform abuses in our present 
system of patronage, or, if need be, seek some better plan of 
appointment to Benefices, in which the Congregation, the 
Patron, and the Bishop, would each have a voice; but be 
assured that whatever evils we at present complain of, we 
should find no remedy for them in leaving each congregation to 
choose its own minister. Those who have experience of that 
system are best able to speak of its results, and their following 
testimonies are certainly not encouraging. 

In a paper read by the Rev. W. Braden, at a meeting of the 
Congregational Union of England and Wales, 1872,* he says — 
*' NuDCibers of Churches are constantly in want of pastors, and 
vice versd. What methods have we of bringing the two together ? 
The question sounds almost ironical, for it is notorious that we 
have no method, understanding by that word, system, order, 
regulariiy. What happens when a Church is announced as 
* vacant ' ? Everyone knows — our deacons most painfully. 
From all quarters come letters of recommendation to the authori- 
ties ; some from brethren of popular reputation, and these 
produce the deepest impression. Yet it is possible, from the 

* See Congregationat Tear Book, 1873, pages 106 and 107. 
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peculiar circumstaiice of the writers, from their accumulated 
engagements, &c., their words may be least trustworthy. Other 
letters are from personal friends of the desiring candidate, 
written out of pure commiseration, and at his request. The man 
may not be suitable, but good-nature cannot resist his appeal. 
Ministers also have been known to send vivid pen-and-ink 
sketches of their own inestimable virtues, accompanied by 
elegant photographs of their appearance, and a printed sermon, 
or scraps of eulogy from local newspapers. These cases I rejoice 
to add, are both rare and unsuccessful. 

'' But the point is this : from these recommendations a candi- 
date often has to be selected. What can come of such a hap- 
hazard system ? What can we expect ? That the right man 
will' get to the right place ? By the g^od providence of God, 
he may. But the deacons and the Church, with that bewilder- 
ing and increasing mass of letters before them, need very strong 
faith in order to believe it. Have we not, most of us, felt 
sceptical and incredulous when at ordinations and recognitions 
we have heard men so selected describe their convictions of a 
Divine call to that particular spot to service, when the fact is, 
that they themselves have moved heaven and earth, powers 
spiritual and temporal, clergy and laity, in order to get an 
introduction there. The unreality of our religious speech has 
many sad illustrations in this direction. Now the evils con- 
nected with this plan are obvious. I mention a few. There is 
no guarantee that the best or that right appointments will be 
made. Unfair advantage is given to some men over others, 
through their acquaintance with those who have the ear of the 
Churches. It throws modest sensitive men, unwilling to press 
their claims, into painful and unjust obscurity, while the push- 
ing and the obtrusive, and not always the highest qualified, 
come to the front. It imposes a heavy and unnecessary burden 
upon the leading members of the denomination. It produces 
perplexity in the minds of Church authorities, and creates that 
eagerness in congregations to hear many men, which results in 
lengthened vacancies and ultimate divisions." 
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AgaiB the Bev. Stowell Brown, in bis address aa Ghairman of 
tke Baptist Union of England and Wales, contrasts the systems 
td patronage in the Church and Nonconformity in the following 
phrases: — "One other caution may not be out of place. It 
relates to self-flattering comparisons, more especially between our 
own Free Churches and the Established Church of this country. 

" According to our ideal of a Christian Church, and which we 
belieye to be that of the New Testament, its patronage and 
control by the State, exposes it to peculiar forms of worldliness, 
from which our own Churches seek to be exempt. But it is well 
to bear in mind that a Church is not necessarily a spiritually-^ 
minded Church because of its freedom in this respect, or 
because its organization is congregational, rather than parochial 
or national, or because it manages, independently of all other 
communities, its own affairs, elect its own ministers, raises its 
own fimds, and determines its own membership. Neither is a 
Church necessarily a worldly-minded Church because the Crown 
nominates for election its chief ministers, and its congregations 
have little or no yoice in the appointment of their pastors, and 
depend for their funds on tithes and endowments rather than 
upon their own volimtarily contributions. 

'* A brief extract which I made from a leader in the Times, 
three or four years ago, may both serve to enforce this caution, 
as well as to relieve a little the tediimi of my own remarks — 
* Early this century, a well-known leader of thought, and still 
xokCKre a model of Christian character, Mr Shepherd, of Frome, 
was watching the march past of all the school children of his 
town, with their respective teachers and managers, on some 
festive occasion. He knew them all till one little squad baffled 
him. Stepping forward, he asked who they were. "We be a 
split from the Primitives," was the flag-bearer's answer. * Ah ! 
my good man,' Mr Shepherd replied, ' that's what we all are,' * 
' A split from the Primitives ! ' Well spoken ! 

Again, the Rev. Hugh Stowell Brown says — " How critical 



* See BapHtt Handbook for 1879, page 79. 
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are the times wlien a pastor has to be chosen or deacons elected ! 
What mutual forbearance is then needed ! What suppression 
of personal likes and dislikes ! What watchfulness against 
party intrigues! A Diotrephes loving 'to have the pre- 
eminence/ and 'prating with malicious words,' or a Demas 
who has lapsed into * loving this present world,' or influential 
outsiders ' having itching ears,' or vain bablers like Hymenaeus 
and Philetus, or wanderers * from house to house,' 'tatlers and 
busybodies,' 'speaking things which they ought not,' have 
often, at such and other times, like Alexander, the coppersmith, 
' done much harm.' Owing to this schismatic spirit. Churches 
frequently long remain vacant. The congregation dwindles, 
hearers grow fastidious, rivabies spring up, and the influence 
which a godly pastor would exert, as much by his character as his 
preaching, j^^ lost. The other day, the Bishop of Manchester, I 
observed, made reference to this weakness of Congregationalism, 
in support of an apology he was offering on behalf of patronage. 
It was a fair tu quoque argimient, and considering how much 
more may often be learned from those who find fault with ub 
than from those who praise, his allusion to our short-comingps 
will not, I trust, be without its uBe to ourselves." * 

The Bev. Sainuel Hebditch, speaking at the meeting of the Con- 
gregational Union, 1876, statesf — "That the bond which holds 
some of our larger Churches together, is deficient in vitality and 
strength, is evident in the little they can stand. It is the storm 
that tests the timbers and build of the ship, and our Churches 
are not famous for their behaviour in rough weather. The 
removal of a few families, a case of discipline, an election of 
deacons ; quite trivial events — ^the change of a hymn-book, the 
use of an organ or a gown, a little novelty in the order of 
service, or in the interpretation of a text, a slight, a ti£P — ^have 
been the cause of trouble. Trifles which a healthy Church 
would treat as mere growing pains, in a weaker become serious 
and prostrating maladies. But the season most fraught with 

* See BaptUt Sandbook for 1879, page 86. 
t OongrtgaHonal Tear Book, 1877, page 145. 
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peril and with instruction to our Cliiirclies is that which wd 
have come to caJl an interregnum. Too often it has been for the 
Church a season of humiliating self -disclosure ; how much 
self-will, how little charity, how little understanding of essential 
principles, how little grace it has, is then too apparent. Then, 
especially, is seen the difference between the preacher's work and 
the pastor's. If the Church has been gathered, and held 
together by the preacher's power, with the power fails also the 
work. We all know of Chapels which, like the captives in 
Babylon, have had to weep over departed glories. Great 
preachers made them for awhile their centres, and they were 
thronged. The great preacher passes away, and a remnant only 
remains. We look for a solid fabric from all that noise of 
quarrying and building, and Tobiah's taunt is true — * A fox 
going up upon the wall breaks it down.' Such preachers act 
like the tide power ; the attraction present, prosperity rushes on, 
like the bore of the Severn, in lunar springs ; absent, it is low 
water indeed." * 

Lxxvin. 

Would not the choice of a Minister by the Con- 
gregation in a Disestablished and Disendowed 
Church be productive of greater unity amongst 
the people, and greater sympathy between 
them and their Pastor, and also contribute 
to the permanency of his position and the 
increase of his influence for good P 

The Rev. W. Braden, in a paper read before the Congrega- 
tional Union, on " Our Vacant Churches," says f — '* All this 
makes us long for a better system, and to look round for a 
remedy. The nobler the conception entertained by Christian 
Churches of what a minister should be and do, the better it will 
be for both him and them. 



* See Congi'egational Tear Book for 1877, page 145. 
t See Congregational Tear Book for 1873, page 107. 
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** But have not many congregations yery exaggerated and 
iinjnst notions on this subject? Is the ideal perfect? Is the 
standard set up, the spiritual excellence of the man, the strength 
of his character, the gift of edification that he possesses ; or is it 
rather his power to attract by glitter, or eccentricity from other 
commimities, and so fill the exchequer ? Is it as a teacher sent 
from God that he is welcomed, or as a man who is likely to do 
the Church credit in the opinion of outsiders? Are not our 
congregations smitten with a mania for a popular preacher, and 
are not valuable men rejected because people are pitiably 
fastidious about minor and utterly insignificant points ? I con- 
tent myseK with asking, not answering these questions. If there 
is any truth in them, then we cannot wonder at the present 
disturbed condition of our Churches. But out of these false and 
disastrous views, springs, I believe, that cruel and wicked 
practice known as competition — a practice not universal, but far 
too common. In any case the position of a minister preaching 
on probation is embarrassing. To feel that the audience is in a 
critical and not a worshipful or teachable mood, is painfully 
distressing, if not humiliating, to the candidate ; and he can be 
delivered from a wretched self-consciousness only by a perfect 
reliance on Gk)d, and the determination to preach for men's 
souls and not their votes. Yet all this is increased a himdred- 
f old when the man knows that two or three others have preceded, 
and several will foUow him; that comparisons, favourable or 
otherwise, are being drawn while he speaks. We hold this to 
be a wrong done both to ministers and the Church, and its 
bitter fruits, in dissension and strife, we have seen not once, but 
many times." 

The Rev. Hugh Stowell Brown says* — ** Let the preacher 
speak comfortably to Jerusalem, and his sermons are beautiful ; 
but let him attempt to ' lift up his voice like a trumpet, 
and show Q-od's people their transgressions,' and what of his 
sermons then ? How petty and carping about little things does 



See SapUst Handbook, 1879, pages 80 and 81. 
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this seK-indulgent religionism often become ? Notliing pleases 
it. Sermons are too long or too short, too doctrinal, or too 
practical ! Pastoral visits are too few or too exclusive ! Weather 
too hot or too cold for attendance ! This pew or that pew too 
near or too far from the pulpit, too draughty or too stuffy for 
seK-indulgent hearing I Is not this a * spirit of the world ' which 
often produces much spiritual deafness, causing members of 
Churches to be ' dull of hearing, when for the time they ought 
to be teachers of others ?* " 

In speaking of the frequency of ministerial changes, the Eev. 
W. Braden states* — ** It is affirmed that the pastoral relation is 
regarded as less binding and sacred than in former years, and 
that it reveals itself in those numberless removals which are 
becoming a characteristic of our denomination. Some imkind 
satirist has set afloat the saying that one-half of our ministers 
wish for a change, and the Churches would be glad if th# other 
half would change. Those summary statistics we hope are 
altogether unreliable. But it has been seriously asserted that 
on an average our pastors remove as often as the Wesleyans, t. e,, 
once in three years. This statement, however, I believe cannot 
be verified. But the following fact is worthy of consideration : 
The Year Book for 1872 tells us that in 1870-71 there were no 
less than 137 removals, i, e.; of ministers who left one sphere of 
service for another, and 73 temporary resignations, making a 
total of 210 changes. Now, taking the available ministerial 
stadff in general numbers at 2,000, we have a move all round once 
in less than ten years. Possibly it would be dangerous to draw 
any specific conclusions from such statistics, but they un- 
doubtedly illustrate the fact that short pastorates are becoming 
very common. The writer himself, after a short residence of 
some four years in a county, became, with only three or four 
exceptions, the minister of longest standing, both among the 
Baptists as weU as the Independents." 

* See Congregational Tear Book, 1873, page 104. 



100 THB SNGLISHMAN's BRIEF 

Lxxrx. 

Would not the absolute dependence, in a Dis- 
established and Disendowed Church, of the 
Minister on the Members of his Congregation, 
for the whole of his stipend, lead to their 
expression of greater liberality toward him as 
the man of their own choice P 

This question is best answered by the replies that can be' 
given to another enquiry, namely — " What is the general or 
prevalent measure of liberality toward the ministry amongst 
imestablished and unendowed religious bodies whose congre- 
gations have the choice of their own ministers." 

Mr J. Carvell WiUiams, chairman of the Parliamentary Com- 
mittee of the Liberation Society, than whom there is no more 
experienced and competent witness with reference to the 
excellences and defects of pure voluntaryism, thus testifies* — 
" The finances of a Church are commonly exclusively in the 
hands of deacons and treasurers, who are sometimes apt to 
regard the financial department as an arcanum into which non- 
ofiGlcial eyes must not look. A feeling of delicacy closes 
ministerial mouths, and when the minister is silent, lay modesty 
will often prevent other mouths being opened. And of course 
if Churches know little of their own financial adffairs, they are 
likely to know less of those of other Churches, for mutual 
reticence is in this matter almost regarded as a virtue, and 
anything like a prying spirit would be resented as much as direct 
interference. 

" It is surely time to abandon this reserve, and to place the 
topic in the category of practical questions which must be dealt 
with, if we are to make progress, or even to hold our ground as 
religious communities; for it affects, not the comfort merely, 
but the efficiency, of both ministers and Churches —of ministers, 
not only because of their personal interest in the matter, but 

• See Ckmgregational Tear Boolc^ 1873, pages 124 and 125. 
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because, while they are supposed to be free from responsibility in 
regard to the management of Church finances, they are sure to 
be sufferers in various ways from financial mismanagement. 

" And though it is possible to conceive of a Church fuU of 
spiritual life and energy with a poorly filled treasury, yet if the 
scantiness of the supply is the result, not of the poverty of the 
people, but of the bad system or the no-system adopted for the 
raising of the required funds, it is almost inevitable that there 
should be debt and diflBlculty, accompanied sometimes by recrimi- 
nation and discord. Do we not know some congregations which 
are reputed to be wealthy, and which on special occasions display 
a noble liberality, but yet find what are called their * incidental 
expenses ' are a perpetual source of difB.culty ; while there are 
others which make it a matter of pride to collect largely for 
foreign missions, but inadequately support the ministry at 
home, or fail to discharge other local obligations ? " 

Further, the Eev. Guiness Rogers, B.A., in his address as 
Chairman of the Congregational Union for 1874, says* — ** To 
refer to ministerial incomes in this connection may appear to 
some an unworthy condescension to material considerations. 
But unfortunately ministers cannot, any more than other men, 
pretend to an absence of material wants, and cannot afford 
therefore to be unconcerned as to the way in which they are to 
be supplied. Very much more depends on the happy solution 
of the financial problems which they have continually to face 
than is evident on the surface, or than would be expected by 
those who talk jauntily about what presses so very lightly upon 
themselves. Nothing is cheaper than the suggestion that 
thoughts about the amoimt of their income are too mundane to 
have a place in the minds of those who are working to save 
souls ; but no work can be done unless the health and strength 
of the worker be maintained, and ministers have not yet found 
any means of doing this without money. Social position and 
comfort are amongst the least things involved in this question of 

*See OangngatiofnaL Tear Booh, 1875, page 88. 
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income. Freedom firom Ixarrassing and lowering care, deliyer- 
ance from the incessant frets so destructive of all mental force 
wliich impecuniosity must entail, calm of spirit and concentration 
of thought, more abundant opportunities for intellectual cultiva- 
tion, and last, but not least, the joyous feeling which is produced 
by the assurance of a people's attachment, expressed in this 
loving ministry to their need, are benefits which our pastors may 
hope to enjoy from increased thought and generosity in relation 
to these wretched material things on the part of their people. 
If the one think more, the other will be glad to think less. One 
thing is evident at least, that if Churches which are content to 
give their ministers incomes which a high-class artizan would 
despise, yet expect them to be men of proved ability and 
experience, they have the unjust spirit of one who would reap 
where he had not sown, and gather where he had not strawed." 

The results of making a minister entirely dependent on his 
congregation for support could not be better described than as 
set forth in the address of the Eev. Hugh StoweU Brown to the 
assembly of the Baptist Union.* He says — " Some may think 
that it is weU for the minister to be entirely dependent upon the 
Church. If this be his position, the Church can muzzle him, 
suppress the free expression of his thoughts, keep him in the 
ruts of what is called orthodoxy, and get rid of him when his 
leaving is thought desirable. Now such a condition of depend- 
ence appears to me unwholesome for both the Church and the 
minister. It may make the Church tyrannical and contemptuous, 
the minister timid and hypocritical. If it do keep him in the 
ruts of orthodoxy (though I do not see why the minister ought 
not to be a better judge of what is orthodox than the Church is 
likely to be) — but if this condition of utter, not to say abject, 
dependence, preserve, if not the soundness of the minister's 
opinions, the orthodoxy of his words, what may it not do ? If 
his dependence make him afraid of uttering an opinion that the 
Church, or some leading member of it, thinks unsound, it may 

* See BaptUf Handbook, 1879. page 67. 
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make him equally afraid of introducing into the Church some 
much-needed improvement, of appealing to the Church on 
behalf of some good cause, of rebuking some fragrantly sinful 
act. No ! although dependence, helpless dependence upon the 
Church, upon its will, its whims, and its passions, is the position, 
and I fear the unalterable position of many ministers in our 
denomination, and in some others, I hold that it is not, either 
for the Church or the minister, a desirable position, and wish 
with aU my heart that we aU had some means of our own, whether 
derived from property or from business. I believe that the 
Churches would none the less respect the ministry on that 
account. Did you ever hear of Englishmen, Christian English- 
men, of the most pious Christian Englishman, who respected 
anybody the less because he was not poor ? " 

In contrasting the positions of the Clergy with those of Non- 
conformist Ministers, the Eev. Hugh Stowell Brown further 
says — " It is true that * if any man work not, neither should he 
eat ; ' it is equally true that if any man eat not, neither can he 
work, and although I trust none of our ministers are in such 
wretched circumstances as to be short of bread, many of them 
are so poorly off, that I wonder they have any heart for work 
left in them. * The cares of the world,' as well as * the deceit- 
fulness of riches,' ' choke the word, and it becometh unfruitful,' 
It may be objected that independence would make ministers 
lazy. In reply to this, I would say that, in secular life, the men 
of independent means are not the most indolent ; on the contrary, 
they will, I think, be found to be the most industrious. A man 
who loves his work will not be indolent, however rich ; and a 
man who does not love it will not be industrious, however poor. 
Let us test the matter by an appeal to facts — to what, at least, 
I think we may accept as facts. To a large extent the clergy of 
the Church of England are not men of independent means, but 
men who, for their incomes, do not depend upon the will of their 
congregations. Indolence on the part of most of the clergy of 
the Established Church would not diminish their incomes ; dili- 
gence on their part would not increase them. If they spend 
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their lives in utter idleness, they do not get a penny the less ; if 
they work like slaves, they do not get a penny the more. Well 
then, with this plentiful scope for idleness, and in the absence of 
all pecuniary inducement to diligence, how stands the case? 
From what I see, from what I hear, from what in various ways 
I learn, I cannot but think that the clergy of the Church of 
England are, as a rule, inferior to no other ministry in the 
matter of diligence ; many of the most independent among them 
work quite as hard as any of the most dependent among us. 
And indeed the work that a minister may do, just because need 
drives him to it, is not likely to be of a very high order." 

LXXX. 

Would not the Disestablishment and Disendow- 
ment of the Ohnrch get rid of the Parochial 
system, and therefore lead to greater freedom 
and more competition in the erection of 
Ohnrches P 

The Parochial system, which confides to a given clergyman 
the spiritual charge of the whole population within a limited 
area, and confers upon him, within that area, the exclusive 
power of preaching the Word of God and administering the 
sacraments, is a system coeval with the Church of England 
herself. It is a system which, though it may be attended with 
some drawbacks, possesses very great advantages, in that it 
aims, through its central parish Church and resident Minister, 
at securing for every one in the parish provisions for public 
worship, the means of grace, and the performance of those 
religious offices which it is the special privilege of the Church to 
render to her members in joy and sorrow, in life and in death. 

To say that the ancient Parochial system of England was not 
equal to the strain to which it was subject, at the end of the last 
and during the, earlier part of the present century, in the face of 
the altered circumstances of the country and the immense 
increase of the population, is no reproach to that system in 
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itself, but rather a reflection on those who had charge of its 
working, that they did not at an earlier date render it more 
elastic, and seek to adapt it, as has lately been done through 
the various Church Building and new Parishes Acts, to the 
current wants of the Church and the nation. 

But taking the Parochial system as it now exists with all 
provisions for prudent and well-advised expansion, we cannot 
see that there is much to complain of as to liberty in Church 
building. • 

It is quite true that the most suitable clergyman may not 
always be appointed to a given parish, and that sometimes iik 
may happen that there may be considerable lack of harmony, in 
doctrine, and ideas of public worship, between pastor and people ; 
but these are only drawbacks to which all systems are subject, 
and from which the most perfect in theory are not free. 

We believe that the abolition of the Parochial system would 
be one of the greatest calamities which, in religious matters, 
could be inflicted upon the people of England. 

Those who regard themselves as suffering any inconvenience 
from the defects arising out of it, may well learn a lesson of 
contentment from a knowledge of the state of things which, 
at least comparatively, exists am.ongst some unestablished and 
unendowed religious bodies who are free from its restraints, 
and who are at liberty to build places of worship how and where 
they may please. 

The Rev. Hugh Stowell Brown says* — "In many a small 
town, the existence of two, three, or four struggling Baptist 
Churches, instead of one with some power in it,, is a folly, a 
weakness, and in some cases a scandal. In such instances it is 
veiy desirable that, in the spirit of Christian wisdom and 
forbearance, our brethren should cast their wretched little 
differences to the winds, and cordially unite, and so become 
strong. And if a number of little Churches, three or four 
situated within as many miles of one another, in a thinly- 

* See BtqOiti Handbook 1879, page 76. 
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peopled district, were to agree to have one minister, with one or 
two youthful apprentices, it would be in every way a great 
advantage. As to the independence of which we are so proud, 
and which so often means dependence upon some charitable 
society, surely three or four Churches welded into one would be 
quite as independent, when united, as they are when standing 
apart." 

The Rev. J. H. Millard, Secretary to the British and Irish 
Baptist Home Mission, in his Annual Eeport to the Baptist 
Union, says* — " Whilst in some villages there are two Noncon- 
formist, and even, I regret to say, two Baptist Ohapels, there 
are still 67 villages (or nearly one-third of the whole,) with 
populations ranging from 50 to 600 each, without any Noncon- 
formist Chapel at all. Of the numerous Baptist Churches also, 
not one-half are able to support a pastor, and still less able to 
spread the Gospel in the neighbourhood around, while their 
total contributions to foreign missions barely amount to £200. 
There are only 28 pastors for 65 Churches." 

The Rev. Major Paull saysf — ** I was, one Sabbath evening, 
being driven into a village of some 300 inhabitants, where I had 
engaged to preach, when, as I entered the green, I saw to my 
surprise three Chapels aU in a row, and ablaze with oil-lamps. 
On asking which of these was to be my sphere of duty, I was 
told neither, and that ij|^e Independent Chapel was further down 
the street. I need not say that I had a scanty audience, although 
my informant told me, with evident pride, that it was the best 
of the four, and accompanied his statement with sundry depre- 
ciatory remarks upon the quality of the other congregations. In 
another village, of similar size, there was a Chapel in a fairly- 
thriving condition. A difference arose on the subject of baptism, 
when the weaker party immediately seceded, and erected a new 
building. The usual disastrous consequences ensued. . . . 
In two or three cases new Chapels have been buUt, either oppo- * 



* BapHH Handbook, 1879, page 90. 
t CongreguUofkd Tear Book, 1871, pa^ 121-2. 
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site or in close proximity to those previously existing ; and now, 
instead of one well-filled Chapel, there are two miserably 
attended, and with the near prospect of extinction. Brethren, 
these things ought not so to be. I feel it a humiliation even to 
speak of them. But they are facts too patent to be denied or 

concealed Much of the strength of the Churches 

is spent in mutual antagonism. Two or more Chapels being 
built where the population is barely enough for one, the only 
chance of existence is for each to try and strengthen itseK at its 
neighbour's expense. I wiU not speak of the imworthy methods 
frequently resorted to for this purpose, but will only refer to the 
unhealthy influence which such proceedings must exert on 
personal and Church piety. They breed in all a miserable 
sectarianism, than which nothing is more inimical to the spirit 
of Christianity. Each minute fragment shouts, * The Temple 
of the Lord are we ! ' And declares the claims of all others to 
be inferior, if not false. Zeal for the denomination, or for 
* the interest,* takes the place of zeal for Christ, and love for 
those outside their own borders is hardly recognised as a duty. 
Growth in grace must be very difficult in such circumstance. A 
high development of piety must be wellnigh impossible. I am 
persuaded that much of the bitterness and narrowness of soul 
complained of in our country Churches, is owing to these un- 
christian rivalries. Equally baneful is the effect on the Churches. 
Their purity suffers. The strong competition tends to lower the 
standard of membership. In order to secure a new comer, and 
to prevent his going to the other chapel, he is admitted to com- 
munion on very imperfect evidence of his regeneration. The 
extension of the Gospel is also seriously retarded. * The wrath 
of man worketh not the righteousness of God.* ' The fruit of 
righteousness is sown in peace of them that make peace.' The 
world has sufficient enlightenment to know that emulations and 
strife are not signs of the true religion, while men of right 
feeling instinctively hold aloof from contentious Churches. It 
creates a deep prejudice against the principles of Nonconformity. 
How seriously we are damaged, as Nonconforniists,by the pre- 
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sent system, those only know who mingle in what is called 
' Church society.' The most distinctive feature of dissent in .the 
eyes of Episcopalians are its divisions, with the conflicts which 
grow out of them. The remark of the clergyman that ' Chapel's, 
little troubles, never came alone,' and that ' it never rains but it 
pours,' is too true. No sooner has one denomination planted 
itself in a village, and begun to prosper, than another appeared 
on the stage. The rival speedily becomes an adversary. * And 
where envying and strife is, there is confusion and evil work.' 

*' Now such exhibitions are unseemly and hurtful in the 
highest degree. That those who look on and condemn them 
have contentions within their own borders, neither affords us 
justification nor mitigates their censure. Indeed, local conflicts 
are, in the Established Church, largely prevented by the parochial 
system, which does not permit one clergyman to trespass upon 
the sphere of another. Can we wonder, when their system does 
hinder these evils and the voluntary system does not, but seems 
to encourage them, that they view ours as the inferior ? " 

LXXXI. 

If the Ohurcli of England were separated from 
the State by Disestablishment, would there 
be any guarantee that the Sovereign of Eng- 
land, the Prime Minister, the Lord Chancellor, 
Members of the Cabinet, or any of our Judges 
or Rulers, might not be Roman Catholics- 
mere tools of the Pope of Rome— Mahomme- 
dans, or of no religion at all P 

There would be no guarantee whatsoever that any or all of 
these things would not take place. 

One of the objects of those who seek to disestablish and dis- 
endow the Church is, in their own words — " the abrogation of 
all laws and usages which inflict disability or confer privileges, 
on ecclesiastical grounds, upon any subject of the realm." 

And in the scheme for the disestablishment of the Church, as 
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drawn up by the Liberation Society, twenty-ninth section, it is 
stated, ''It is necessary to add, that there are also subjects 
which, though popularly associated with such a change, have 
no necessary connection with it. The most important of these 
is the succession to the Crown, under what is known as the Act 
of Settlement. The exclusion of members of the Boman 
Catholic Church from the Throne of Great Britain, is a political 
quite as much as an ecclesiastical question, and must be dealt 
with on its merits,* It was left untouched when the Irish 
Establishment was abolished, and may in like maimer be left 
untouched when those of England and Scotland are disestab- 
lished also." t 

Here then, in the case of disestablishment, would be a state 
of things which would be productive of not only ecclesiastical 
but political confusion. If all disabilities on ecclesiastical and 
religious grounds were removed from every subject of the realm, 
so that, being of the Roman Catholic or Mahommedan religion, 
or of no religion at all, would not prevent him from holding any 
office of State, from that of Prime Minister down to the meanest 
office in political life, or in the legal, military, and naval pro- 
fessions ; how would it be possible to deprive the Sovereign of the 
liberty possessed by her subjects ? So that really, in the case of 
disestablishment, there would be no guarantee whatsoever that 
the Sovereign, or any one holding office in the State, might not be 
the mere servant of the Pope of Eome, working as his instru- 
ment to bring the Crown and people of England again under 
his jurisdiction and control, in all things temporal, spiritual, and 
ecclesiastical, or perhaps openly profess disbelief in the Christian 
religion, if not even disbelief in the existence of a God. 

* "Dealt with on its merits." This is one of the most extraordinarily loose phrases that 
could possibly be used in a programme of such a Revolutionary character. An authorized 
definition of it would be very desirable. We confess we do not understand what is meant 
by it. Does it not indicate that the Society has not yet thoroughly matured its scheme 
for Disestablishment ? 

t In dealing with the disestablishment of the Irish Church it was not necessary to 
take into account the religious opinions of the Sovereign, because under the defined 
relations between the Sovereign and the Establis^^ed Church of England that is provided 
for, but in the event of the attempted Disestablishment of the English Church the whole 
question would be thrown open and would have to be dealt with . 
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And 80y even if special restrictions oould, under buaIl 
oirciunstances, be imposed upon the Sovereign^ to meet the 
emergency, it would undoubtedly be an injustice ; and of what 
use woidd it be, or what guarantee would it afiEbrd against the 
possible evil results indicated, when all the o£Q.cers of State as 
such, as well as subjects of the I^alm, strangely differing in 
opinion, might believe and do as they liked — accepting any 
religion or openly disowning aU forms of religion whatever. 

We do not for a moment think that the people of England 
are prepared for such an amount of confusion and civil 
discord, if not revolution, as disestablishment, even in this one 
respect, woidd very possibly bring about ; and we believe 
that even some of those who are at present in favour of dis- 
establishment, not having fully considered these serious residts, 
wiU, when they more fully understand the issues, hesitate in pro- 
ceeding further in the matter imtil they see their way clearly out 
of this grave dijQicidty, the solution of which the greatest advo- 
cates of disestablishment up to the present time have entirely 
evaded,"*^ but appear willing to take a leap in the dark on so 
serious a subject, so long as they can carry out what, even in 
connection with this special result of their policy, may properly 
be designated their reckless theory of disestablishment, entailing 
national confusion, and possibly leading to revolution. 



LXXXTT. 

What is the origin of Private Patronage ; that is, 
how has it come to pass that private indi- 
viduals can appoint Clergy to be Vicars* and 
Rectors of parishes, without the consent of 
the Parishioners ? 

The origin of private patronag e is very ancient. It stretches 
back to the far past, and dates from the first building of 
Churches, formation of parishes, and endowment of benefices. 



* See sect. 29 Liberation Society's Suggestions as to programme for disestablishment. 
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Private patronage must not be considered solely from a modem 
stand point. It may not be the best system of appointment now, 
but it certainly was not unsuited for the circumstances and wants 
of the Church of England in the days that are past. 

When the Thanes and landowners in ancient times built 
Churches on their own estates, for themselves and their vassals 
and all those who were dependent upon them, and provided 
endowments for the clergy who served such Churches, they 
often covenanted with the Bishop of the Diocese that they 
should have the privilege of nominating, or presenting to the 
Bishop, the Clergy who should serve them ; subject of course to 
the Bishop's judgment as to whether the Clergy, so nominated or 
presented, were duly qualified for their office, were fit and 
proper persons to be appointed, and also to his instituting them, 
i.e,f putting them in formal possession of their benefices. 

Nor was this arrangement imreasonable, considering that it 
was owing to the liberality of these Thanes and land owners 
that the different Churches had been built and endowed. 

Moreover, apart from this, with the exception of the Bishop, 
they were perhaps the most competent, if not the most suitable 
persons, in those days, to have the nomination or presentation to 
the benefices which their munificence had created. 

And indeed it is still the case, in many instances, in these days, 
that those who build and endow Churches stipulate for the per- 
petual or limited right of nominating or presenting to the 
Bishop their Incumbents, for the time being ; and such a right 
is secured to them under the provisions of certain Acts of Parlia- 
ment. The perpetual right to present to a benefice the Vicar 
for the time being, is called the advowson of the living, and is 
in many cases annexed to an estate or manor ; in that case it is 
called an advowson appendant : when it is separated from an 
estate, and held by itself, it is caUed an advowson in gross. 
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If the Eight to present to Livings or Benefices 
be a property as well as a Trust, and if the 
sale of such Bight be legal, and cannot be 
put an end to without compensation, why 
cannot the abuses attendant upon such sales 
be prevented?* 

Everytlimg possible is being done, at tbe present time, to 
prevent abuses in this matter, and to bring about a state of 
things more consistent with the idea of the right of patronage 
being, at least primarily, a Trust. Parliament, the Bishops, the 
^©rgy, and the public press, have aU been much occupied witii 
the subject, and have been considering various schemes for 
effecting this desired end. 

By the exposure of abuses, and the ventilation of various 
schemes for their removal, the people generally have been 
very much enlightened on this matter; and public opinion is 
being rapidly formed in the resolve that these abuses shaU, by 
judicious measures, be swept away. 

But all reforms to be effective and permanent must be well 
considered, and not rashly entered upon. 

The difficulty is, to devise a scheme that will have due regard 
to the proprietary interest of the patron of a living, and his con- 
sequent right to sell his patronage, and that will at the same time 
be compatible with the securing of a properly qualified and suit- 
able Incumbent for a given parish. 

In order to do this, some scheme must be devised by which 
the patron will be at liberty to retain his right to present, or his 
proprietary right to sell his patronage, as at present, but giving 
to the Bishop greater powers of refusal to institute, and the 
congregation or parishioners powers of vetoing the appointment, 
on their legally showing that the character, conduct, or qualifi- 

♦ Committees of Parliament, and Convocation, have been for some time enquiring into 
this matter, with a view of remedying these abuses. 
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^^l^l^^iOhMt of ^e^tu^clL candidly aiimits, in the 12& section 
of its scheme fo^ dis^flttablii^lmienl. 

While alleging that public patrons of benefices, in the event 
6t dii^^^i^blishin'^nt, would have no right to compensation, it 
gtfiCt^^ in that section, that private patrolis and others wh6 can 
d!i${ybi^ df their patir6ilage rights by gift, sale, or bequest, at their 
own pleasure, are in a different position. "Ifitheobfeeteithat 
private patronage^ equally with puiblic patronage ^ is a sacred Trust, 
and not a property, it may he answered that — notwithstanding the 
easistence of laws against simony — the Legislature has distinctly 
sanctioned the sale tf adoowsons. It did so when the municipal cor- 
poratiens'W^e reformed, andi4;ere directed to seU their patranay^e. It 
has done so more recently, in passing the Lord Chancellor's Atigmen- 
tatum Act, (26 ^ 21 Viet,, cap. 120), which authorised the ^saU of 
mM linings in the gift of the Lord Chancellor, that the proceeds 
might ^e applied to enhance the vahte of the livings. Since that Ad 
^fomeinto operation (Nov. 1, 1863 J, £222,769 have been paid hy the 
fwrchmers of Hheee Umngs : and were the Legislature now, mmortd 
gr&imds, to deny to them ^ome compensation for the loss of what they 
haveipwchased, it would he guilty of ir^ustice. Rightly or wrongly, 
Chwrch patronage in private hands has been treated, bo^ by law and 
iMge^ as property, of which the holders cannot equAfbaUy he deprived 
without an cpdvaient." 

TiXXXV. 

^ut at*e there not other abuses in the adminis- 
tration of the affairs of the Ohnrch, besides 
that of private patronage, on the grounds of 
which it is frequently alleged that the Ohurch 
ought to be Disestablished? 

Where is the institution — social, municipal, civil, or national, 
in which, in the process of time, abuses have not sprung up, to 
the detriment of such institution ? But on the grounds of these 
abuses of administration, or defects of organization, have we 
demanded the abolition or destruction of such institutions? 
Have we not rather called for reform ? 
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There have been abtuses in our systems of mxuuoip^jL and 
paxiiamentavy elections; but we have refoarmed ihem; we have 
not, because of them, abolished the fianohise. 

There have been abuses in the administration and de&ets in 
the organization of our municipal afiEairs, but we have not 
on this account sought to abolish our municipal Corporations ; 
we have swept away the defects and abuses. 

There have been abuses in the udministration of our Endowed 
Charities, but we have not on that account abolished the Charitios; 
we have reformed the abuses. 

There have been abuses in the Army and Navy, but we have 
not on that account sought to abolish these institutions; we 
have endeavoured to apply the proper remedies. 

We have had abuses in the Civil Service of the country, but 
we have not on that account sought to abolish it; we have 
re-(Mrganized it. 

We have had abuses in the Houses of Parliament themselves, 
both Lords and Commons, but we have not on that accoimt 
«wept these institutions away ; we have done away with the abuses. 

Why then, on the groimds of the existence of abuses in the 
administration of the affairs of the Church of England, or of 
defects im her organization, should any one advocate or demand 
her disestablishment and disendowment as the National^Church 
of England ? Why should the Church, on the grounds of existing 
-defects and abuses, be dealt with in a manner different from that 
in which every other institution or corporation in the -country 
has been dealt with ? 

The Church of England does not claim, and never has claimed, 
freedcmi from defects and abuses. She knows too well that these 
spring up and cling to every institution, whether civil or eccle- 
siastical. 

In her own words, in the preface to the Book of Common 
Prayer, she declares : — 

"There was never anything by the wit of man so well 
devised, or so sure established, which in continuance of time 
hath not been corrupted." 
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and again^— 

'' It is but reasonable that upon weighty and important 
considerations, according to the various exigency of times 
and occasions, such changes and alterations should be made 
therein as to those that are in place of authority should from 
time to time seem either necessary or expedient." 

LXXXVl. 

Why axe there such inequalities in the Ecclesi- 
astical incomes of the Olergy? For instance, 
is it not sometimes the case that in one parish 
the income is £1,000 a-year, and perhaps in 
the next it is only £260 or even less? 

The inequalities have arisen in this way ; if the tithes in both 
are rectorial, the area of the one parish may be large, and the 
other small ; so that the larger the area of cultivated land, the 
larger the income derivable from tithes, and the smaller the 
area, the smaller the income which the tithes produce. Then a 
great deal depends on the titheable crops that are grown ; for 
instance, a parish under hop cultivation will produce a larger 
income from tithes than a parish in which wheat, barley, and 
roots are the staple crop. 

But there are other causes to account for the inequality. 
For instance, as we have said before, where a parish is a 
vicarage, it has, manifestly, been robbed of its rectorial 
tithes ; and where it is or was an ancient perpetual curacy, it 
has evidently been robbed, both of its rectorial and vicarial 
tithes, and nothing remains but the small tithes attached to the 
perpetual curacy. 

If the question be asked, why not make all benefices equal 
in value, or nearly so, our answer is — apart from the question 
whether such a scheme would be desirable — there is no power 
at present to carry out such a measure. Where the benefices of 
different parishes, whose incomes are greatly im.equal, are in 
the gift of the same patron, whether the Crown, the Bishops, 
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trustees, or private patrons, it would not be di£B.cult, we imagine, 
on the occasion of vacancies, to make some arrangement by which 
such a measure might be carried out ; indeed such arrangements 
have already been made with respect to several such livings. 

If the incomes from the endowments and tithes of the different 
parishes were, as they are often erroneously said to be. National 
property, then the nation could easily deal with them, and the 
equalizing process could be carried out at its pleasure ; but the 
patronage of the benefices of the Church of England being in so 
many different hands, and possession of them held by many 
Corporations, it would be impossible forcibly thus to deal with 
them, without violating every right of property and rendering 
uncertain and insecure the titles of all public trusts and estates 
throughout the coimtry. 

Nothing, than this fact, can better show that the tithes an,d 
endowments of the Church are not National property, never 
have been, and never can be constitutionaUy dealt with as such. 

The following passage will illustrate the foregoing qhapter : — 

'* There was, indeed, one very considerable branch of the conventual 
revenues which ought, in justice, to have been restored to the Church. 
The religious houses had gradually but perseveringly encroached upon the 
parochial clergy, until they had deprived that useful body of not less than 
two-fifths of the tithes set apart for their maintenance. This grievous abuse 
had originally been accomplished by means of an engagemeut made by the 
monasteries, that one of their body should be sent to perform the duties in 
those parishes of which the tithes had been appropriated to the use of their 
house. But this arrangement was found productive of so little satisfaction 
to the parishoners, that it was eventually superseded by the appointment of 
a regular Incumbent, who, being presented by the society, and performing 
duties properly devolving upon its members, was termed their Vicar, or sub- 
stitute. For the maintenance of this priest, either the small tithes of his 
parish, or some other endowment, commonly one very inadequate to the pur- 
pose, was set apart. The poverty in which were commonly plunged Vicars, 
and stipendiary Curates, had long been a matter of complaint and notoriety ; 
hence it is not creditable to Henry's government, that the opportunity of 
remedying this evil afforded by the dissolution should have been overlooked. 
But either the heavy incumbrances under which the conventual estate^ 
oame into the King's possession, rendered them much le08 produptlve 



118 THti VK6tlBbMJa(^8 BSIBP 

ban bad been antknpated, or the inBatiate rapadtj of those m power would 
not allow any description of property to elude their grasp. The sup- 
pression vested in the Crown all the appropriations of religious houses, and 
hence many of the best tithe estates have become irreyocably lay sees. Of 
this arrangement, it is not one of the least evils, that the largfest cures are 
commonly the worst endowed. The conventual appropriators reasoned, that 
not only the tithes of an extensive parish were more desirable than those of a 
Small one, but also that, in the f(»mer oases, a numerous population would 
augment the Vicar's resources, by employing him to say masses, and by 
placing within his reach various other perquisites. However, soon after 
the dissolution, the lucrative devices of superstition were exploded, and 
since that time the Vicar too often finds services of great responsibility, 
constantly requiring his attention, most inadequately remunerated. The lay 
impropriations are, indeed, the principle cause of the straitened circumstances 
in which so many of the English clergy pass their lives." — Mittory of the 
Eeformatxon of the Church of England during the Seign- of King Henry VJII* 
tj "Ewnet Somssy A.M. 



TiXXXVU. 

In what sense axe we to understand what is 
called the Royal Supremacy, or the Sovereign 
of England claiming to be, for the time being, 
as far^as is permitted by the law of Christ, 
the Supreme Head of the Church of England ; 
and does the Queen's Supremacy extend over 
all civil andj religious bodies as well as the 
Church of England? 

By Eoyal Supremacy it is not meant that the Soyereign of 
England claims to be supreme in all religious matters, as against 
the Church of England, but as against the usurpation, supre- 
macy, and interference of any foreign Bishop or potentate with 
matters civil or ecclesiastical within the Eeahn of England. 

The yery terms in which the claims to the Eoyal Supremacy 
ef the Sovereign are set forth in the statutes, canons, articles, 
lind injunctions, show dearly that such claim was made, not 
against the Ohurch of England as such, but against the usurpa- 
tion of kny foreign jurisdiction, in civil, spiritual, and eeclesi'' 
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«j9ticaL matters; and partiqularly agai^t th^. so lone v^si^;i;rp^. 
Rupremacy of the Pope of Eorae. 

The Sovereign of England claims to be suprem^e ia^ oJOl C9f\i^^«v 
9ind over all persons, as weU eoclesiastioal asi civil. 

Queen Elizabeth; in her Injunctions, 1559, explains this as 
meaning that the Sovereign of England, imder God, has tho 
Sovereignty and rule over all persons within her realms and 
dominions, of what estate, either ecclesiastical or temporal, 
soever they be, so as no other foreign power shall or ought to have 
any superiority over them,* 

The words of the thirty-seventh Article are clear and explicit 
^iough-n-to all who will rightly understand them, and who do 
not deliberately pervert their meaning-— in excluding hsxnx the 
oinims of Eoyal supremacy any arbitary interference with the 
inherent prerogatives of the Ghurch, as a spiritual body, or wiiih 
the offices of the Ohristian ministry. 

The wording of the Article shows conclusively that il^oyal 
supremacy is simply a protest against the ii^trusion of foveign 
jiiirisdiction, in things temporal and spiritual, wdthiA the British 
dominions ; and an assertion of the Sovereign's supremaoy in the 
making of law — not arbitrarily but constitutionally, r— in its 
administration, civil and ecclesiastical, azid in hearing and 
deciding all causes which may thereout arise. 

Hallam, in his ConstituUonal JEKstory of JEngland, page 91, 
tells us that in the 1st Elizabeth, chap. I, the oath of supremapy 
was expressed asi follows : — " I, A.B., do. utterly testify and 
declare, that the Queen's highness is the only supreme^ governor 
of this reahn, and all other her highnesses dominions and 
countries, as well in all spiritual and ecclesiastical things or 
causes, as temporal ; and that no foreign prince, person, prelate, 
State, or protentate, hath or ought to have any jurisdiction, 
power, superiority, pre-eminence, or authority^ ecdesiastieal o? 
spiritual, within this realm j and th«pef ore I do utterly renounce 
and forsake all foreign jurisdictions, powers, sup^orities, and 

* See The dergymaiCM Facfe Mteum, page 29. 1707. 
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authoritiia, and do promise that from henceforth I shall bear 
faithful and true allegiance to the Queen's highness, her heirs and 
lawful successors, and to my power shall assist and defend all 
jurisdictions, pre-eminences, privileges, and authorities, granted 
or belonging to the Queen's highness, her heirs and successors, 
or imited and annexed to the imperial crown of this realm." 

Further, QaUam also, pages 91-2, gives us the following 
authorized interpretation of the oath : — '' A remarkable passage 
in the injimctions to the ecclesiastical visitors of 1559, which 
may be reckoned in the nature of a contemporaneous exposition 
of the law, restrains the royal supremancy established by this 
act, and asserted in the above oath, in the following words, — 
' Her Majesiy forbiddeth all manner her subjects to give ear or 
credit to such perverse and malicious persons, which most 
sinisterly and maliciously labour to notify to her loving subjects, 
how by words of the said oath it may be recollected, that the 
Kings or Queens of this realm, possessors of the crown, may 
challenge authority and power of ministry of divine service in 
the Church ; wherein her said subjects be much abused by such 
evil-disposed persons. For certain, Her Majesty neither doth, 
nor ever will, challenge any other authority than that which was 
challenged and lately used by the said noble kings of famous 
memory, King Henry Vill. and King Edward VI., which is, and 
was of ancient time, due to the imperial crown of this realm ; that 
is, im.der God, to have the sovereignity and rule over all manner 
of persons bom within these her realms^ dominions, and 
countries, of what estate, either ecclesiastical or temporal, 
soever they be, so as no foreign power shall or ought to have any 
superiority over them. And if any person that hath conceived 
any other sense of the form of the said oath shall accept the same 
with this interpretation, sense, or meaning. Her Majesty is well 
pleased to accept every such in that behalf as her good and 
obedient subjects, and shall acquit them of all manner of 
penalties contained in the said act, against such as shall per- 
emptorily or obstinately refuse to take the same oath.*'" 

* L 8omti^t Traett, edit Scott, 78. 
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But it is too often f orgotton, or altogether escapes notice, tliat 
the terms in which the claims of the Royal supremacy of the 
Sovereign of England is asserted, are not, as is frequently 
assumed, specially aimed at the Church of England. 

The Royal supremacy, whatever may be comprehended in it, 
is claimed and asserted by the Sovereign for the time being : — 

1. Over all the estates of the realmy whether they be Eccle- 
siastical or Civil. 

2. Over all causes y whether Temporal or Spiritual. 

3. Over all persons within the Realm of England. 

So that Nonconforming bodies, with respect to their buildings, 
Trust Deeds, doctrines taught, public worship, and other 
religious services, are equally under the Queen's supremacy as 
is the Church of England ; though, for reasons which we have 
before explained, if that supremacy had to be enforced upon 
them, it would not be in the same Law Courts. 

Lxxxvm. 

Is not the assumption of the Royal Supremacy 
over the Church, and all estates of the Realm, 
an innovation in the history of the Church, 
dating from the time of the Reformation ? 

No; the investing of the Sovereign with Royal supremacy 
over the Church and all estates of the realm, at the Reformation, 
was but the resuming of an ancient Royal prerogative, which 
had been suffered to be usurped by the Pope, and when at the 
Reformation it was taken away from him, it naturally reverted 
to the Sovereign of the realm.* 

The supremacy of all National Churches has been at all times 
vested in the Sovereign of the Kingdom for the time being, or 
has been usurped by the Pope, or has been held and exercised 
partly by both. 

Hallam, in his History of the Middle Ages^ p&go 339, tells us — 
''Notwithstanding, however, the great authority and privHeges 

'^ See Bishop of Wlnchester'a Exposition of Thirty-nine Articles, Artide 87. 
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of the Ckurok, It was decidedly sujbject to the mx-pxeviBooj of the 
erowiii both duidiig the continiiaiiee of the western empire, and 
after its subversioii. The Emperors convoked, regulated, and 
dissolved imiversal councils; the Kings of ^E'rance and Spain 
exercised the same right over the synods of their national 
Churchesw The Ostrogoth Kings of Italy fixed by their edicts 
the limits within which matrimony was prohibited on account of 
consanguinity, and granted dispensations from them. Though 
the Eoman Emperors left episcopal elections to the dergy and 
people of the diocese, in which tbey were followed by the 
Ostrogoths and Lombards, yet they often interfered so far as to 
confirm a decision, or to determine a contest. The Kings of 
France w^it farther, and seem to have invaidably eiihfff 
nominated the Bishops, or, what was nearly tantamomxt, xecom* 
mended their own candidate to the electors." 

But the Sovereign who maintained with the greatest rigour 
his ecclesiastical supremacy, was Charlemagne. Most of the 
capitularies of his reign rdate to the discipline of the Church ; 
principally, indeed, taken from the ancient canons, but not the 
less receiving an additional sanction from his authority. 

The following passage from Shakespeare will indicate how 
ancient has been the struggle between the Pope, and the Crown 
of England for supremacy : — 
•* K, Fhilip * Here comes the holy legate of the Pope.* 
Fandulph * Hail ! you anointed deputies of Heaven,-* 

To thee, King John, my holy errand is. 

I, Fandulph, of fair Milan Cardinal, 

And from Pope Innocent the legate here, 

Bo, in his name, religiously demand, 

Why thou against the Church, our holy mother. 

So wilfully dost spurn ; and, force perforce, 

Keep Stephen Langton, chosen Archbishop 

Of Canterbury, from that holy see t 

This, in our 'foresaid holy father's name, 

Pope Innocent, I do demand of thee.' 

X. John ' What earthly name to interrogatories 

Can task the free breath of a sacred king P 
Thou can'st not. Cardinal, devise a name 
80 slight^ imworthy,. and xidicalons^ 
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Ta eharge me to aa'answer, aa the Pope. 

Tell him this tale ; and from the mouth of England, 

Add thus much more, — 

That no ItaHan priest 

S}iaU tithe or tdU in our dominions ; 

But as we under Heaven are supreme head. 

So, under him, that great supremacy, 

Where we do reign, we will alone uphold, 

Without the assistance of a mortal hand ; 

So tell the Fope ; all reverence set apart, 

To him,, and his uBuiped authority.' 

— King Johfiy iii.,.l,** 

Lxxxrx. 

Why should the power of nominating or appoint- 
ing the Archbishops and Bishops "be vested 
in the Sovereign? 

WithiiL proper limits and safeguards conserving the spiritual 
rights of the Church, in whom else could it be more appropriately 
and safely vested? 

To resort in these days to tha most ancient method of appoint- 
ment or election, namely, by the voice or vote of the people and 
clergy, would we fear, be productive of aU the evils and abuses 
if not scandals arising out of a popular election, which we 
frequently see are the results of the appointment of a. clergyman 
in parishes where the patronage is vested in the ratepayers 
or householders. 

Besides, when that ancient method was in existence, the 
Church was not possessed of property, nor organized, established, 
and invested by the State with certain rights and privileges, as 
she is now ; and moreover, even in those days, the Sovereign for 
the time being generally claimed the right to veto any appoint- 
ment or election. 

Then, it must also be remembered, that the Sovereign is not 
only the chief lay member of the Church, but is also the chief 
magistrate of the State, in whom is primarily vested the 
temporalities or revenues attached to the spiritual office of each 
Bishq[) ; and in each case, after eleeticHX and consecration by a 
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separate Act and Deed, the Sovereign confers upon eacli Bishop 
the revenues and temporalities attcushing to his see. 

Further, the appointment to a Bishopric is not simply the 
appointment to a spiritual office, but it is, from most ancient 
custom, the appointment of a Priest to be a Peer of the realm, 
with all the honours, privileges, and prerogatives attached to 
that position.* 

Still further, it is not only the appointment of a person already 
ordained Priest, to perform the higher spiritual functions of a 
Bishop, but it is also the appointment of a Priest to a position, 
and to offices that are not of a purely spiritual character ; such 
as an administrator of laws which have not only been formulated 
by the Church, but have received the formal sanction of the 
State— which has attached penalties to their violation, — and with 
the administration and execution of which laws each Bishop is 
invested, within the jurisdiction of his own Diocesan Court. 
' It will be easily seen then, that there is much to be said on 
behalf of the Sovereign being invested with the power of 
nominating, if not appointing, Bishops ; subj ect of course to the 
Church having a real, and not a merely nominal power of veto, 
on just cause being shown that the person so nominated is dis- 
qualified or unfit for the office ; with which power, in some care- 
fully guarded form, it is hoped that the Dean and Chapter of 
each Diocese will in reality in due time be re-invested. 

The present mode of appointment, which miakes the Prime 
Minister responsible for the nomination, is no doubt a departure 
from the ancient personal nomination by the Sovereign, and in 
the minds of many Churchmen calls for some modification which 
will revert more closely to the original custom. Still, it cannot be 
denied that, on the whole, under, the influence of healthy public 
Church opinion, the present system works well ; and it is doubt- 
ful whether, under the working of a more perfect theory, we 
coidd obtain much better results. 

* The Bishops of all ancient sees, except the Bishop of Sodor and Man, are Peers of tha 
Realm and Lords in Parliament, and as such take precedence of all temporal Barons, the 
>^rchhiahop of Canterbury being the first Peer of the Bea^m, ti^i^ig precedence of all who 
are not of the Royal Family. 
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XO. 

Does not the fact of the Queen being head of the 
Church of England, invest her with power 
arbitrarily to interfere with the Church's 
external and internal arrangements? 

No; it invests the Queen with nothing of the kind. The 
Sovereign of England, by virtue of her supremacy or headship 
over the Church, has no more power arbitrarily to interfere with 
the Church's legalized arrangements, than has the humUest 
subject of the realm. 

Whatever power the headship of the Church confers upon the 
Sovereign, it is a Constitutional power, and must be and is 
exercised in a Constitutional way. The Queen, of herseK, has 
no power whatsoever to modify, alter, or exceed it. 

The Queen is the head of Parliament. Without her authority 
it cannot meet for legislation, and without her signature its Acts 
cannot become law; but these prerogatives of the Sovereign 
confer upon her no power to interfere with its deliberations. 

The Queen is the head of the Law Courts, but by virtue of 
her supremacy over them she has no power whatsoever to 
interfere with the office of the judge, or the administration or 
execution of the law, except in the exercise of mercy and the 
bestowal of pardon ; and even this power she exercises according 
to the counsel of her Constitutional advisers. 

The Queen is the head of the Church, inasmuch as Convoca- 
tion is the great representative assembly of the Church, and one 
of the estates of the realm, and as such cannot meet in Session 
for deliberation on ecclesiastical affairs without her authority ; 
but that being granted, she has no power arbitrarily to interfere 
with its proceedings. 

So the power of appointing the Bishops is vested in the 
Sovereign, but having appointed them she has no power what- 
soever, any more than any of her subjects, to interfere with the 
execution of their office or the discharge of their duties. No 
alteration can be made in the organization, order, offices, or 
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services of the Ghuroli, without the assent of the Sovereign ; but 
having given that assent she cannot interfere with the carrying 
out of that alteration. 

1^0 subject is more misunderstood, and more misdiieYOUsly 
misrepresented, than the powers of the Sovereign involved in 
her supremacy or headship over the Church. 

The fact is that the Sovereign's supremacy overiJhe Church 
is not in any sense arbitrary, but is purely Constitutional, and as 
such it is not left to caprice but is accurately prescribed, limited, 
and defined, just as is her supremacy over Parliament and the 
Law Courts. 

The Sovereign of herself, as head of the Church, could not 
arbitrarily compel a single Deacon, Priest, or 'Bishop of the 
Church, to exercise the functions of his office contrary to the 
prescribed rules ; could not interfere with the order of the 
services of the Church in any parochial Church or Chapel, and 
could not alter a single line or word in the offices of the Church, 
or in the Order for Morning or Evening Prayer, any more than 
she could compel a Nonconformist minister to exercise the 
functions of his office, interfere with the services in his Chapel, 
or alter the wording of his Trust Deed. 

XOI. 

Is it not reasonable to suppose that in tlie long 
course of years, changes and circumstances 
have occurred which have gradually led to 
departures from the original form of the 
Union between Church and State, and that 
in the present day some readjustment may 
be requisite P 

We cannot do better than give the answers to this and other 
questions on the subject in the words of the "Beport of the 
Oommittee of Convocation of the Province of Canterbury," on 
the " Belations of Church and State." * 



* For a copy of the concliisions of this Beport we are indebted to the Guardia».of 
February 19th. 



adjiistoent, af&r-* 

" 1. The preaent state otf the Ohtm*.; firstly, its renewed ^life 
amd activity ; and secondly, the Tevired interest in, and -stttdy of , 
eedeisriastitjal hieftory. The clatms of the Ohurdi to have a voice 
in the regulation of its otm affairs are now asserted in tones 
Whi<3i nO'i^tesman can disregard. And the Obtirch is yearljy 
'year 'becoming a greater power in the country. It is-sprea^fing 
its organisation in aU directions ; its conferences and -congresses 
fibow that it is awake to the value and necessity of corporate 
sction. 

"2. The change in the idea represented by ' the Crown.' As 
has already been stated, the Sovereign has, in his relations 'to 
'ti^e Church, aacted as the head of the ecdesiastical'estate, as the 
governor^ and protector of the Church; personally he has been 
a Churchman, jealous to guard-the rights of'the' Church, at least 
against all o&ers, if not always against himself. Now, all this 
is chang^. Personal government is practically abandoned, and 
onr Sovereign governs by responsible Ministers, who are held in 
office by the will of the House of Commons, which in its turn 
"refieots the ^ver-shifting sentiment of the popular majority. A 
^vision in Parliament on some question, perhaps, of for^gn 
politics, may bring about a change of Ministry, and mil into 
office men "V^ho, in their feeling towards the Church, or* in their 
knowledge and appreciation of Ohnrdx princij^es, may be trtterly 
different from their predecessors. 

^' 3. The ossential change that has taken place in the compo- 
4Bition t)f th^ House of Commons. 

*' It is frequently said that the voice of the House of Commons 
represents in the^ Church of England that lay voice which, in the 
early Oiurch, gave assent to the determinations of synods. It 
will, perhaps, be more true to say that it is the Crown, rather 
than Parliament, that answers to the assenting laity of early 
times, as when articles and canons are published by Royal 
authority. Parliament then will represent the State in its 
purely civil aspect, acceptiattg legidatrve proposals from ike 
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synods <Mr from the Crown, and giying them the foroe g£ laws 
of the realm and the sanction of civil penalties. If this be a 
true account of the position occupied by Parliament in regard to 
the Ohurch, it will be seen that the admission of an element 
alien to the Church of England does not affect the constitutional 
relations of Parliament and the Church. If the House of Com- 
mons represents the people of England (and undoubtedly its 
mixed composition makes it do so the more accurately), then it 
may rightly speak in the name of the people, and give or with- 
hold civil sanction to ecclesiastical legislation. But it is one 
thing to sanction Church legislatiouT-it is quite another thing 
to originate it, and carry it through without the concurrence of 
the Church. And the peculiar ground that hostility to the 
Church takes up in some quarters makes it weU nigh intolerable 
that matters should remain as they are. We are told that the 
existence of an Established Church is, itself, an injustice to 
Dissenters, and that everything that tends to increase the useful- 
ness of the Established Church adds to the injustice, so that 
reforms must be steadily resisted on the very ground that they 
would be beneficial. It is not difficult to forecast circumstances 
in which the political necessities of a Government or an Opposi- 
tion may throw great power into the hands of a party hostile to 
■the Church's interests. 

'* It must be borne in mind that the possibility of danger to 
the Church from the mixed composition of Parliament was f or- 
seen at the time when the Act of Union with Scotland gave a 
formal recognition to the admission of Presbyterians. In 1 706 
an Act was passed, 5 Anne, c. 5, intituled ' An Act for securing 
the Church of England as by law established,' which was 
afterwards incorporated in the Act of Union of the same year, 
5 Anne, c. 8. This Act provides (1) ' That all and singular Acts 
of Parliament now in force for the establishment and preservation 
of the Church of England, and the doctrine, discipine, and 
Government thereof shall remain and be in force for ever ;' (2) 
' That the successors to the Crown shall take an oath to maintain 
the settlement of the Church of England.' It need hardly be 
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said that such precautionary enactments are not to be depended 
upon, for no Parliament is likely to hold itself bound by such 
declarations of previous Parliaments. But it is worth noting, that 
at the date of the Act of Union it was distinctly recognised that 
the change then made introduced an element of danger to the 
Church of England which required to be guarded against. 
Churchmen can hardly be blamed if they feel that the addition 
of Jews, Eoman Catholics, and Dissenters of all denominations^ 
has made Parliament less and less fit to discuss the details oi 
Church questions. If there was danger in 1708, is there not 
danger in 1878 ? The constitutional right of the Legislature is 
not disputed, but it does not seem too much to ask that, in the 
exercise of that right, the Legislature should have regard to the 
altered circumstances of the times. 

** The growth of an interest in Church questions on the part of 
the lay members of the Church of England. The hearty, loyal 
Churchmanship of English laymen, is one of the most encouraging 
signs of the revival of Church life. In the parochial coimcil, 
in the ruridecanal and the diocesan conference, in the Church 
Congress, the layman takes his part. He not only claims a right 
to be heard, but shows that he is well qualified to be listened to. 
He cannot regard Parliament as representing the laity of the 
Church, either in theory or practice ; he cannot be any longer 
satisfied with the Crown only as their representative. Some 
adequate means must be devised for giving authoritative ex- 
pression to the voice of the Church laity." 

xcn. 

What are some of the modifications proposed by 
the Oom.mittee of the Lower House of Oonvo- 
cation, and which it seems desirable should be 
obtained in " the Legislative action of Church 
and State P" 

'* (i.) That there should be no further delay in making an 
increase in the number of elected Proctors, as again and again 
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recommended by the Lower House ; that tlie nimiber of sessions 
held in each year should be considerably increased ; both which 
dianges the committee trust will be carried out by the action of 
his Gh:tice the President. 

" (ii.) That provision be made for giving to the laity of the 

dhurch of England an opportunity of expressing their judgment 

upon all schemes of Church legislation which may originate in 

»1he Convocations, or be submitted to the Convocations by the 

Crown. 

" Several schemes have been proposed for this purpose ; some 
involving Legislative action ; others which, however effective, 
are in their nature voluntary and informal, (i.) That a pro- 
vincial or national conference of clergy and laity should be 
established, on the model of the diocesan conferences, (ii.) 
That such questions as fall into the category of things not 
necessarily spiritual should, by arrangement of the Bishops, be 
debated simultaneously, or in the course of the year, by the 
diocesan conferences of clergy and laity in every diocese ; and 
that returns of the results of such debates be made to an oflB.cer 
of each Convocation, tabulated and presented to the Houses of 
each Convocation at their respective meetings.* (iii.) That a 
Provincial House of Laymen be formed, by election from the 
laity of the diocesan conferences, to discuss such questions. 

**The Lower House has already given attention to this sub- 
ject. In 1 872 a committee on lay co-operation presented a report. 
Li 187 7 the House passed the two foUowingresolutions : — 

1. " That it is most desirable that this Oonvocation, without any disturb- 
ance of its ancient constitution, shoidd provide for consultation with some 
recognised body of the laity." 

2. " That, in the o]E^ion of this House, it would be for the advantage of 
the Church that a Provincial House of Laymen should be formed, to be con- 
vened from time to time by the Archbishop, and to be in close communica- 
tion with the synod ; who shall always be consulted before application is 
made to the Crown or to Parliament to give legal effect to any act of the 
synod. The laymen to be elected by the lay members of each diocese in 
diocesan conference ; and the house of laymen to bring before the provincial 
synod any matters ecclesiastical in their judgment requiring considieration, 
by means of petition to his Grace the President." — {Chron, of Conv., 1877, 
p. 157.) 
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* * The committee, therefore, do not think it desirable for them 
to enter into any comparison of the advantages and disadvantages 
of the three schemes above mentioned. 

"It should be borne in mind that the Crown possesses consti- 
tutionally the power of obtaining advice by the machinery of a 
Royal Conmiission. 

" (iii.) That, inasmuch as there will be, from time to time, pro- 
posals of legislation affecting the ceremonial of the Church, 
which cannot profitably be debated in Parliament, but must 
nevertheless be submitted to Parliament, it is most desirable 
that some method should be adopted by which Parliamentary 
sanction may be given to resolutions of the Convocations without 
going through the forms ordinarily necessary for the making of 
an Act of Parliament. 

"This matter was brought before the Lower House in. 
February, 1878, and in May of the same year the House, by its 
vote, approved the draft bill, which provided that, when it was 
proposed to make any alterations in the ceremonial of the Church, 
a scheme of such alterations, having been agreed upon by both 
Convocations, should be laid before Her Majesty in Council, and 
then laid on the tables of both Houses of Parliament ; that, 
if no address were presented by either House of Parliament 
within forty days. Her Majesty should make an order ratifying the 
said scheme ; that, upon the publication of such order in the 
London Gazette, the scheme should have the force of law. 

" (iv.) That, in the case of ecclesiastical legislation originating 
in Parliament, care should be taken that the constitutional rights 
of the Church be not infringed. It is too much to expect that 
Parliament will relinquish its claims to originate legislation in 
ecclesiastical mattes when it so pleases, even though it should 
allow changes in ceremonial agreed to by the Church to have 
the force of law agreed to by tacit consent. Nor is it likely that 
Parliament will tie its hands by any resolution requiring it to 
consult the Convocations. The committee are of opinion that 
the rights of the Church must be guarded in two ways : — ^Firstly, 
by the action of the Bishops in the House of Lords, whose 
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voice, if it be firm and united, will hardly be resisted, and who 
may well claim tlie postponement of hasty legislation until the 
Convocations have been consulted ; secondly, by the Convocations 
addressing the Crown with the prayer that letters of business 
may be issued authorising them to consider and report upon any 
proposed ecclesiastical le^slation." 

xcm. 

What alterations are proposed relative to judicial 
matters in Ecclesiastical Courts P 

'' The attention of the committee has been especially turned 
to the Public Worship Regulation Act. They are of opinion 
that the peace of the Church will be promoted by such an 
amendment of that Act as shall keep the jurisdiction created by 
it entirely distinct firom the old jurisdiction of the provincial 
courts. This would be accomplished by restoring the offices of 
the judges of the provincial courts as they existed before the 
passing of the Act. ^ The accumulation of difficulties in the 
working of the Act is so great that the committee consider it 
wiser to await the course of events then to offer any further 
opinion as to how they may be removed. 

''As regards the Court of Final Appeal, the committee feel 
that it is easier to find fault with the composition of the present 
court than to suggest a better. The feeling of the clergy 
generally is, no doubt, unfavourable to the Episcopal Assessors, 
and the committee are, on the whole, of opinion that the 
court, being essentially a lay court, loses rather then gains in 
weight by their presence, especially as it is not known what is 
their exact function, and what opportunities they have for 
influencing a decision for which, however, they are not openly 
responsible. There is also a strong feeling of objection to the 
practice of the present court in regard to the delivery of judg- 
ment, when the Judges disagree, by the President alone, and 
not by the Judges seriatim, A still greater objection lies against 
the requirement of secresy, which it has been recently proposed 
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to enforce upon the members of the court, a requirement wliich 
seems to be a revival of one of the practices of the Star Chamber, 
least accordant with the prevalent tone and feeling of the day. 

'* Objection is frequently made to the jurisdiction exercised by 
the Judicial Committee in cases which are either distinctly 
doctrinal or involve points of doctrine. The committee offer no 
recommendation on this subject, for, whatever may be the 
constitutional position of the present Court of Appeal, it is 
difficult to see how any arrangement for deciding questions of 
heresy can be really satisfactory which does not, in some way, 
enable the Church, in her corporate capacity, to deal with new 
forms of error as they arise." 

XCIV. 

What modiftcations are proposed with reference 
to the appointment of Bishops P 

" The committee are not prepared to advocate any radical 
change in the present mode of appointing Bishops. Though 
conscious of the anomalies of the present system, they believe 
that it could not be widely departed from without involving 
great inconveniences. They think, however, that it would be in 
every way desirable that those parts of the system which are now 
mere empty forms should have restored to them something of 
their original reality. 

** It is therefore recommended : — 

'» (1.) That section 7 of 25 Henry Vni., c. 20, which inflicts 
the pains and penalties of Pramunire in the case of any hesitation 
to elect, confirm, or consecrate the persons named in Letters 
Missive should be repealed. 

** (2.) That when Conge d'Elire and Letters Missive are sent 
to the Dean and Chapter, the name of the person nominated 
should be also sent to the Archbishop of the province, to be by 
him communicated to his suffragans. That it should be their 
right to address the Crown collectively, if they should have 
ground of objection to the person nominated. 
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" (3.) That the Dean and Chapter should have the right to 
present a memorial to the Crown representing their grounds of 
objection, if any, to the election of the person nominated. 

'* (4.) That, in the event of the election having been made, it 
should be the right of all persons not only to appear when 
siunmoned on the occasion of the confirmation of the election, 
but also to be heard if they have any objection to allege. That 
the Archbishop should, imless he should consider the objection 
firivolous, defer the confirmation until the said objection shall 
have been reported to the Crown. 

** (5.) That the Crown, having received the objections, if any, 
of the Comprovincial Bishops, or of the Dean and Chapter, or 
of the opposers at the comfirmation, should either allow the 
objections, and cancel the appointment, or proceed to carry out 
the proposed appointment by means of Letters Patent. 

** Thus it wiU be seen that, if an unacceptable person were at 
last forced upon a diocese, it would be by a direct exercise of 
Royal Prerogative for which the Church would not be responsible 
— except indeed for his consecration. But here there would be 
one further safeguard. By the repeal of the penalties of 
Praemunire as applying to this case, the united Bishops would 
have the power of absolutely excluding an unfit person, if three 
of their number could not be found to join in the act of conse- 
cration. 

** That this would be an unconstitutional limitation of the 
Royal Prerogative can hardly be thought by any who bear in 
mind that the Institution of a Christian Man^ published by au- 
thority of Henry Vlll., contained these words : — 

Unto the Priests or Bishops belongeth, by the authority of the G-ospel, to 
approve and confirm the person -which shall be, by the King's Highness, or 
the other patrons, so nominated, elected, and presented unto them to have 
the cure of these certain people within this said parish or diocese, or else to 
reject him for his demerits and unworthiness. 

** It is in the highest degree improbable that a case would 
occur in which the nominee of the Crown would be rejected. 
The fact that such a rejection was possible might exercise a 
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salutary influence upon the nomination itself. By some such 
system as that here recommended the prerogative of the Crown 
would not be unduly infringed, while the Church would have 
restored to her a portion at least of her rights in the appoint- 
ment of her Bishops. 

**In the case of sees where there is no Dean and Chapter, it 
might be sufficient that the name of the person to be appointed 
should be communicated to the Archbishop and Bishops of the 
province, and that the Letters Patent should not be issued imtil 
at least one month had elapsed after the name had been so com- 
municated. 

**In conclusion, the committee desire to express their convic- 
tion that improvement in the relations of Church and State will 
be best promoted by a loyal recognition of the present state of 
those relations, joined to a firm and persistent, but temperate, 
effort for their amendment." 

xcv. 

Has the Report of the Oommittee been submitted 
to Oonvocation and with what result P 

The following resolutions f oimded on the Eeport and appended 
to it, were moved by the chairman of the committee : — 

** 1. That in the opinion of this House it is desirable that, 
when any legislative measures are proposed affecting the doc- 
trine, worship, discipline, or property of the Church of England, 
or the relation of the authorities ecclesiastical and civil. Her 
Majesty should issue Eoyal Letters of business, commanding 
the Convocations to consider and report upon the proposed 
measures. 

*' 2. That this House, having regard to the past history of 
the Church of England, and the recognition by the Convocations 
of the Royal Supremacy ' over all persons in all causes as well 
ecclesiastical as temporal,' is of opinion that the Crown may 
constitutionally receive appeals from the ecclesiastical courts, to 
be heard in the Queen's Court of Final Appeal. 

'' 3. That thia House is of opinion that the judgment of tbe 
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Court of Final Appeal should, in all cases in whicli the Judges 
disagree, be delivered, not by the President alone, but by tho 
Judges Beriatim, 

** 4. That this house approves the recommendation of the 
committee with respect to the amendment of the Public Worship 
Regulation Act — viz., that the Act should be so amended as to 
keep the jurisdiction created by it entirely distinct from the old 
jurisdiction of the provincial courts. 

** 6. That this House approves the following recommendations 
of tho committee with respect to the appointment of Bishops : — 

(i.) That sootion 7 of 25 Henry VIII., o. 20, which inflicts the pains and 
penalties of Fraanunire in the case of any hesitation to elect, confirm, or 
oonaecrate the person named in Letters Missive, should be repealed. 

(ii.) That when CoHjfi iTSlirg and Letters Missive are sent to the Dean 
and Chapter, the name of the person nominated should be also sent to the 
Archbishop of the province, to be by him communicated to his suffiragans. 
That it should be their right to address the Crown, collectively, if they 
should have gnround of objection to the person nominated. 

(iii.) That the Dean and Chapter should have the right to present a 
memorial to the Grown, representing their grounds of objection, if any, to 
the eleotion of the peieon nominated. 

(iT«) That, in the event of the eleotion having been made, it should be the 
right of all pereons to appear when summoned on the occasion of the confir- 
mation of the eleotion, and to be heard if they have any objection to allege. 
Thhi the Archbishop should, unlees he should consider the objection frivo- 
kma, d«fer the oonfinaation until the said objeotioii shall have been reported 
to the Grown. 

(t«} Tliat the Grown, having ree^ved the objectioiia. if any, of the com- 
]^viiieial Itishope» or of the Dean and Chapter, or of the oppoeers at the 
eoiifiimation. should either allow the objections, and canc^ the i^pointment* 
or pioeeed to eony o«Lt the pic^poeed appointment by means of Letten 

(vi.^ THal in the com el tees whei« there is m> Dean and ampler Hie 
oom» of the penott %o be a{^oinled shooM be communieated to tbe Ardi- 
^MlMfk and Fi^^ of the provioe^^ and that the Letxen litest ahoold not 
Ve iiMwd OMtil at Woat one moioth shall have elapeed after the oime baa been 
to eommooMOted.* 
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X07I. 

But in addition to the foregoing proposals for the 
readjustment of the present relations between 
Church and State, is not some immediate 
measure required to give the Church more 
power and liberty in dealing with the fre- 
quently arising questions as to Bites and 
Ceremonies ? 

No doubt. A draft Bill of sucli a measure has been already- 
prepared by the Bishop of Carlisle, which has been unanimously 
adopted by the Northern Convocation. It is intituled " A BiU to 
provide facilities for the amendment from time to time of the 
rites and ceremonies of the Church of England." It runs as 
follows : — 

*' "Whereas it is expedient that, while the faith and doctrine 
of the Established Church of England remain unaltered, in- 
creased facilities should be given for the regulation from time 
to time of the rites and ceremonies of the said Church, as the 
changes of circumstances may seem to require. 

"Be it therefore enacted by the Queen's Most Excellent 
Majesty, by and with the advice and consent of the Lords 
Spiritual and Temporal, and Commons, in this present Parlia- 
ment assembled, and by the authority of the same, as follows : — 
"1. This Act may for all purposes be cited as * The Eites and 
Ceremonies Act, 1879.' 

"2. This Act shall extend to that part of the United Kingdom 
called England, and to the Chaimel Islands, and to the Isle of 
Man. 

" 3. The Presidents, and other the Bishops and Clergy of the 
Convocations of the provinces of Canterbury and York (by and 
with the authority of the Queen's Majesty, signified to them in 
such manner as Her Majesty shall see fit) may, from time to 
time prepare, and lay before Her Majesty in Council a scheme 
for making such alterations in, and additions to, the rubrics and 
directions contained in the Book of Common Prayer, and for 
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providing such additional Bervices and prayers to be used in 
public worship, as may, from time to time, seem to them to be 
required. Proyided that no such scheme as aforesaid shall be 
laid before Her Majesty in Council unless or until the same 
shall have been agreed to by each of the two Convocations 
aforesaid, and be certified to Her Majesty the Queen under the 
hands and ecclesiastical seals of the Presidents of both the said 
Convocations. 

"4. When any such schemes as aforesaid shall have been laid 
before Her Majesty in Council, the same shall forthwith, if Her 
Majesty shall see fit, be laid before both Houses of Parliament, 
if Parliament be then sitting, or if Parliament be not sitting, 
then within twenty-one days after the beginning of the then 
next ensuing session of Parliament. 

"5. In case either House of Parliament shall, within forty 
days after any such scheme as aforesaid shall have been laid 
before such House, present an address to Her Majesty, praying 
Her Majesty to withhold her consent from such scheme, no 
further proceedings shall be had with respect to such scheme, 
during the then session of Parliament. 

** 6. In case neither House of Parliament shall, within the 
said period of forty days, present such an address to Her Majesty 
as aforesaid, it shall be lawful for Her Majesty in Council to 
make an order to ratify the said scheme, and specifying the 
time when it shall take effect. 

** 7. In any order made by Her Majesty in Council under the 
authority of this Act, it shall be sufficient to refer to thia Act 
without reciting any of the provisions of this Act. 

** 8. Every such order shall, as soon as may be after tibie 
making thereof by Her Majesty in Council, be published in the 
London Gazette; and as soon as any such order shall be so 
gazetted, it shall, in all respects, and as to aU things therein 
contained, have and be of the same force and effect as if the 
same were included in and enacted by this Act. 

'' 9. In all editions of the said Book of Conunon Prayer^ the 
xubricB, directions, and additional services and. pia^Qraaball be 
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printed according to the amendments made under the authority 
of this Act, and all Acts of Parliament relating to the Book of 
Common Prayer shall be construed to refer to such book so 
printed. 

"10. A copy of every order of Her Majesty in Council made 
under this Act shall be laid before each House of Parliament 
-within forty days after the making thereof, if Parliament be 
then sitting, or if Parliament be not then sitting, within twenty- 
one days after the beginning of the next ensuing session of 
Parliament. 

"11. Nothing in this Act contained shall be construed to repeal 
or alter the Act (25. Henry Vlll. c. 19) commonly known as 
' The Act of the SubmisMon of the Clergy,' or any part thereof." 

xcvn. 

Are there any probable grounds for believing that 
the Grown and Parliament will entertain such 
proposals as the foregoing? 

As to the probability of Parliament coming to such an 
arrangement with the authorities of the Church, with reference 
to such or some other kindred proposals. Lord Selbome says : — 
" The system of the Church has never shown greater elasticity 
and expansive power than in these days ; " and further, "If to 
some it may appear desirable that facilities should be given for 
the regulation and modification of some matters which are now 
fixed by ecclesiastical law, without necessarily bringing them 
for discussion before Parliament, there is no reason to suppose 
that Parliament would refuse to consider any prudent and well- 
devised scheme for that purpose, which might be recommended 
by the authorities of the Church, and framed on principles con- 
sistent with the Queen's supremacy. I am not aware of any 
recent measure for the benefit of the Church, which has not 
received a fair and respectful consideration from Parliament." 

It is we think not too much to say, such a deliberately ex- 
pressed oj^dniony coming from so eminent an. authority^ who 
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has held the distinguished position of Lord Chancellor, is most 
encouraging to aU earnest Churchmen, unitedly and earnestly 
to persevere in their efforts, with prudence of method, and 
moderation of spirit, until they succeed in bringing about that 
fair re-adjustment of the relations between Church and State, 
which, whilst securing to the Sovereign and Parliament their 
just prerogatives and power with respect to the final sanction of 
all proposed ecclesiastical measures, will at the same time ensure 
to the Chnrch more definite freedom of deliberation and liberty 
of action within her strictly spiritual sphere. 

This, after all, would only be the true idea of union between 
Church and State; and would restore that equilibrum in the 
exercise of their respective powers, from which, in the course of 
long years, and in the midst of many changes, there has been a 
gradual, though it may have been an unintentional departure. 

Such a modification of the relations between Church and 
State, would not be much for the Sovereign and Parliament to 
concede, but would be a great boon for the Church to receive ; 
and would be of incalculable benefit in more distinctly empha- 
sizing her spiritual identity, and in enabling her, without 
encountering Legislative impediments in detail, to adapt her 
organization and services to the varying wants of the time. 

K the clergy and laity wiU, in their several spheres, faithfully 
represent, not parties, but the Church of England ; if they will 
sink minor differences, and on all sides endeavour to suppress 
the litigious spirit which to such an extent has lately disturbed 
the people of the Church ; if they will earnestly give themselves 
to the work of enlarging the Church's borders, remedying her 
defects, reforming her abuses, and adapting her varied eccle- 
siastical machinery to the spiritual wants of the day ; we believe 
that the Church will not only in due time obtain aU that is 
desired in the shape of re-adjustment in the relations between 
herself and the State, and aU necessary liberty in the matter of 
amending rites and ceremonies, but she will also more firmly 
establish herself in the convictions and affection of the people of 
England, as their ancient historical National C)iuroh ; and will be 
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able from tHs growingly secure impregnable fortress to look 
down with undisturbed calm at the futile sapping and mining of 
her opponmentSy who seek to dislodge her from her time-honoured 
position as the National Established and Endowed Church of 
England. 
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APPENDIX. 



The following are specimens of some of the Cases of religious 
bodies outside the Church which have been brought before the 
State Court of Chancery : — 

*' In the oase of * Broome v. SummerB/ 1840, the question was whether the 
minister and members of a Presbyterian Congregation, worshipping in a 
Chapel erected in connection with a given Presbytery, were at liberty to 
retain the use of the Chapel and premises, notwithstanding that they had 
separated from the said Presbytery, thongh they had not departed from iheir 
original doctrine or religious observances. The Court held that they had 
no right to retain the property, and gave judgment against the minister and 
the members of the Congregation who supported him.* 

" In the case of * The Attomey-G-eneral v. Bunco,' April, 1868, the 
question was whether a Chapel and Endowments originally belonging to the 
Presbyterians, but which for some years had fallen into the hands of the 
Baptists, could by the latter, be retained for their use. The Court held that 
although the Chajwl and Endowments were undoubtedly of Presbyterian 
origin, stiU as there were no specific provisions in the Will of the Founder, 
or in any Trust Deed, setting forth conditions of tenure, what the doctrine 
to be taught and the religious practices to be observed really were, they 
must, under the Dissenters' Chapel Act of 1844, be gathered from the last 
twenty-five years ; and as the Baptists had been twenty-five years in pos- 
session, judgement would be given for them.f 

" In the case of * Coojwr v. Gk>rdon,' May, 1869, the question was whether 
an Independent community had an arbitrary right, by a majority of Totes 
of its members, to dismiss its minister. The minister in question ha.d 
not for some time previously given satisfaction to his oongregation. They 
complained that his sermons were read, and were too argumentative; and 
by a majority of votes of the communicants he was dismissed from office. 
The Court held that in the absence of a specific restriction in the Trust 
Deed it must be presunied that the communicants and those of the 
trustees acting with them had the power which they claimed and had 
exercised, and therefore the dismissal of the minister would be confirmed.^ 

" Baptist Chapel at Norwich, 1860. April 30, May, 1-2-23. The Trusts 

♦ Simon's Reports, vol. xi, page 852. 
t See Law Reports, voL vi.. Equity, page 663, 
X See Law Reports, vol. viii.. Equity, page 249. 
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of the Ghapel were ' For the use and benefit of a Congregation of Far- 
tionlar Baptists.' The congregation were dlTided as to the practice of 
strict and open communion. On an information and bill to restrain the 
practice of free communion in the Chapel, the Court, on the OTidence, came 
to the conclusion that in the absence of anything to the contrary in the 
Trust Deed, each Congregation of Particular Baptists had a right to 
regfulate its own practice, except as to essential and fundamental doctrines of 
their faith. That the practice in dispute (not being set forth in the Trust 
Deed) was not one of that character, but was an open question, and that the 
majority of full members might, notwithstanding a contrary usage since 
1846, alter the practice in respect of communion, and adopt the practice of 
free communion, or of strict communion, as they should from time to time 
think fit to determine. Usage is only important where there is an absence 
of any instrument of endowment, or where the words of the instrument 
produced are ambiguous. In such cases, uses constitutes presumptive 
evidence of the Trusts on which the charity was established ; but when 
the deed of foundation is produced, and is precise, that presumption is 
excluded." * 

A French Protestant Church in London was founded in 1550 by Letters 
Patent of the Crown. The pastor, when elected, was presented to and 
approved and instituted by the Crown. The governing body had, apart 
from the charter of incorporation, funds impressed with a Trust in favour 
of the pastor. The governing body dismissed the pastor. The Court held 
that notwithstanding the right of the Crown as visitor, the Court had 
jurisdiction to see to the performance of the Trust, and to determine on the 
validity of the dismissal of the minister ; and the Court having come to the 
conclusion that it was. not justifiable, granted an injunction to restrain 
the governing body from hindering the pastor in the exercise of his office . 
A visitor visits the corporation with respect to corporate matters, but that 
circumstance did not remove from the Court the jurisdiction or obligation 
to exercise its functions of enquiry whether the duties, so far as there was a 
Trtist to perform^ had been properly exereised,f 

Did space allow, numbers of cases could be added to the above, 
in wliich were involved aU manner of theological and religious 
questions, affecting the conscientious beliefs, the religious prac- 
tices, and the ecclesiastical interests of ministers and members 
of religious bodies who think themselves free from State control, 
but which were brought before and decided by the State Law 
Courts. 

* Beavan's Reports, vol. xxviil, page 485. f Beavan's Reports, vol. xxviii., page 233. 



